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REPORT. 



COUNTY Of LONGFORD ELECTION. 



Jn the matter of the Longford Election Petition, in which Thomas Broderick, 

Michael Ljmch, Alexander Birne, and Edvvai’d Duggan, were Petitioners ; 

and the Honourable Reginald Greville-Nngent, Respondent. 

1. The trial of the Petition relating to the last election for the county of 
Longford, a copy of which I hei’ewith transmit, took place before me, com- 
mencing on the 28th of March last and terminating on the / th of April instant, 
in the presence of both parties, their counsel and agents. 

2. Having heard the evidence which was offered on both sides, and counsel 
for both parties, I determined, and do now certify, as follows : — 

3. That the last election for the county of Longford was a void election. 

4. That the Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent was not duly elected to 
serve in Parliament for the said county of Longford. 

5. That the said election was void iu consequence of the said Honourable 
Reginald Grerille-Nugent having, by his agents, practised corrupt treating before 
and at the said election- 

6. That it has not been proved before me that any corrupt practice was com- 
mitted personally by the said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent, or with 
his knowledge or consent. 

7. That the corrupt practice of treating prevailed before and at the said 
election, as hereinafter moi’e particularly mentioned. 

8. That the several persons named in the Schedule to this certificate have been 
proved at the said trial to have been guilty of the corrupt practice of treating 
before and at the said election. 

9. That the Reverend Patrick Fitzgerald was guilty of undue influence at 
the said election. 

10. That the said several persons were examined before me, as witnesses, at 
the said trial, and were, in my opinion, respectively entitled to certificates under 
the 33rd section of the “ Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868.” 

11. And I have further specially to report, for the information of the House 
of Commons, that John Martin, Esq., was put forwai’d and proposed as a candi- 
date at the said election ; and that persons professing to act on the part of, and in 
the interest of, the said John Martin, I'esorted to the unlawful and very dangerous 
practice of bringing into the said county of Longford large numbers of pemons 
from the neighbouring counties of Roscommon, Leitrim, Cavan, and Westmeath, 
for the purpose of unduly influencing the election by intimidation. 

12. That on the market-days for two or three weeks prior to the said election, 
and on the day of the nomination, and from thence up to and during the day of 
polling, a considerable number of strangers were thus brought into the county 
of Longford, who were described by one of the witnesses as “ regular rowdies, 
up to anything, and prepared for any kiud of violence.” 
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13. That with the aid of these strangers a system of intimidation and 
violence was organised and carried into operation against those who were likely 
to support the said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent. 

14. That the said intimidation and violence materially interfered with the 
freedom of the said election. 

15. That in order to counteract such an unlawful course, the agents of the 
said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent organised very considerable bodies 
of non-electors of the county of Longford to act on his part in preventing 
his supporters from being intimidated, and to protect them from violence, while 
proceeding to the poll. 

16. That such employment of the said non-electors was in itself a source of 
considerable danger to the public peace, and led to an extensive system of 
treating. 

17. That many of the voters shared in such treating, notwithstanding some 
inadequate precautions to confine it to non -electors. 

18. The treating which I have last mentioned constitutes the corrupt treating- 
mentioned in the 5tb, 7th, and 8th paragraphs of this my certificate. 

19. That it did not appear that the said John Martin was aware of, or in any 
manner sanctioned, the before-mentioned unlawful proceedings. 



Dated the Ninth of April, One thousand Eight hundred and 
Seventy. 



J. D. FitzGerald, 

Election Judge. 



To the Right Honourable 

The Speaker of the House of Commons. 



Schedule of Persons pi-oved to have been Guilty of tlic Corrupt Practice of Treating, 
and referred to in Paragraph 8 of my Certificate. 

1. The Tleverencl Pelix Duffy. 

2. Tlic Reverend Patrick Fitzgerald. 

3. The Reverend Thomas Langley. 

4. The Reverend Patrick M'Gancr. 

5. The Reverend Jolm McGrath. 

6. Thomas Maxwell. 

7. The Reverend Patrick Murray. 

8. The Reverend Patrick O’Reilly. 

9. The Reverend James Reynolds. 

10. The Reverend John Skelly. 

J . D. FitzGerald, 

9 April 1870. Election Judge. 
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PETITION. 



IN THE COMMON PLEAS. 



To THE Court op Coumon Pleas at Dublin. 



The Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868. 



In the Matter of an Election and Ketnrn of a Member to serve In Parliament for the 
County of Longford, holden on the 31st day of December 1869. 

The Petition of Thomas Bnioriek, of Clonboll, gentleman ; Michael T^uch, of Srmiju-d, 

merchant; Alsaander Bime, of Ardnacassa. farmer ; and iJd.rnrd f'’ 

mmthslown, merchant ; all in the county of Longford, whose names are hereunto =nb- 
scribed, 

Showetb, . . , 

1 That on Thursday, the 23rd day of December 1S69, a writ of election was issued 
out of tbe Hi^h Court of Clmucevr, in Ireland, to tbe bigh sheriff of the county of 
fonl, for the Section of a member 'to serve In Parliament Iot the same cmmty, in the room 

andsteadofpulke Southwell Greville-Nugent, created a Peer. 

2. That said writ was duly received by the said high sheriff on Friday, the -■ y 

^ 3™ThS thrs'aid liivh sheriff gave no notice of holding of any election pursuant to said 
wit. Sr twraaysV Ms recSipt of same, as required by the statute m that case made 

“4 Thtfot Monday, the 27th day of December, fMgh sheriffc.used notice to be given 

election would he held on the following Friday, being a day sooner than the sixtn a y 
'T ‘amSarS “rrance of said notice held at the Conrt-honse In Leag- 

r"iSistring been declared to he in favoim 
Re<^inald Greville-Nxigent, a poll was duly demaaded on behalf of John . . , 

faid"™VhiiSg been taken, the high sheriff, on ITednesday the 5th of 

iiri^rKtonriirSgK^ 

“irVhli'yonr Petitioner, Thomas Broderiok, is an elector for said county, and voted 
“rt^^PrftloiS is an elector for said county, and voted a, 

said election for said John Martin. county, and was 

12. That your Petitioner, an elector for s^d county, 

entitled to vote at said election, being then duly registered 

but he did not vote at said elation. elector for s£ud county, and voted at 

13. That your Petitioner, Edward Duggan, is an eiectoi lor siuu 

said election for said John Martin. vi^ ■porrlnnld Greville-Nueent was an illegal 

practices hereinafter mentioned. , ntitained bv extensive and sys- 

and non-electors of the said county. That 
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16. That said election and return -svere jivocured and obtained by gross and systematic 
bribery, extensively practised by the corrupt providing of meat, drink, and entertainment 
for large numbers of i)ersons, both electors and non- electors of said county. 

17. That said election and return were proeuvod and obtained by extensive and general 
violence and intimidation, and by hiring for money large bodies of men to act as mobs in 
the interest of the said Honourable Keginald Grcville-Nngent, and to deter and terrify 
persons from voting for the said .Tulin fllartin. 

18. That said election and return were procured and obtained by the improper exercise 
of the spiritual influence of the Roman Catholic clergy of the said county, and by demm- 
ciations directed by several of said clergy against the supjiortcrs of the said .Tolui Martin, 
and threats of ruin, both in this world and in a future state, directed against, all who would 
support the said John Martin. 

19. That immediately before the said election several of the .Uoinau Catholic pi-icsts of 
tlie said county met together and resolved on nominating the said Honourable Re<finald 
Greville- Nugent as the Member for the said county, and on carrying his election, and on 
putting down all opposition to the nominee of the Roman Catholic clergy. 

20. That in pursuance of the said resolutions, means were employed to coerce all the 
Roman Catholic clergy in the said county to act together to secure the return of the said 
Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent, and that in further jmi-suanrc of said a>rreemeut 
violent and threatening speeches were delivered by many of the Roman Cutbofic clergy- 
men of the said county, boili in their addresses from tlie altars in the chapels, and upon 
other occasions, and threats of temporal and spiritual evils were denounced against all 
electors who would op])ose the nominee of the clergy. 

21. That in addition to this public intimidation very many of the Roman Catholic clergy 
lurthev exercised })j'ivate undue influence ami iutimidation upon the electors, or upon iLeir 
families, by threats and denmiciatious of temporal and spiritual evils against those electors 
who wotild not obey their commands. 

22. That physical force was freely resorted to, and blows struck, and personal violence 
offered to those who tverc the supporters of the said John Martin, in (.rdcr to intimidate 
and coerce the electors who intended to vote for the said John Martin; and that by these 
means and by the spiritual intimidation employed by many of tlic Roman Catholic clergy, 
very nniny persons were prevented from voting for .Tohn Marlin, who liiul intended and 
promised to do so, and many of them were compelled and coerced to vole for the said 
Honourable Reginald Grevillc-Nugcnt. 

2.3. That large sums of money were distribittcd by the said llonoumble Reginald 
Grevillc-Nugcnt and liis agents to several Roman Catlioiic clorgyiuen, and that said 
clergymen, acting as the agenls of the .said ILmourablo .Ucginabl Grcvillc-Niigent. dis- 
^•ibnted said money in hiring mobs in the interest of the said llonouraljle Reginald 
Greville-Nugent, in providing drink for such mobs ami the electors of the county, iu order 
comijdly to influence tlioir votes. 

24. That a large munher of men and women were hired hy the said Hmiour.able 
Reginald Greville-Nugent, or with bis knowledge and consent, for the purjiosc of inti- 
luidatiug the said electors, in order to induce them to vote for the said Honourable 
Reginald Greville-Nugent, or to refrain from vi-ting for tlie said John Martin. 

25. That upon the Slsl day ol December last, tlie day of nomination of the candidates, 
the. eourt-lmusc wlierc the election was to be licld was taken possession of by a riotous mob, 
consisting of the friends and supporters of the said Honourable RcginahlGrcville-Nugent, 
who by IlieR conduct sought to intimidate the supporters of the said .fohn Martin from 
putting him iu nomination. 

26. ihat upon the 3rd .January 1870, the polling day, several thousands of persons, 
fnends and supporters of the said Honourable Reginald Grcvillo-Nugcnt, armed with 
sticks and so forth, did, by tlie general intimidation mid terror they caused and c.xereised, 
prevent many people from voting, w'bo ivouhl otherwise have voted for said John Martin, 
and were anxious to do so, if they could, without risk to their lives. 

Petitioners further allege that, during and before the said election, the 
said Honourable Regiuald Greville-Nugent did, corruptly by hiuiaelf and his agents, and 
by divers other persons on his beli.alf, directly and indirectl 3 *, give money, and did agree 
and promise to give money and other valuable considerations, and also offices and places, 
ajipointineuts, and employments to and for divers persons baling votes at said election, 
and to and for persons on behalf of such voters, in order to induce such voters to vote or 
retrain from voting at said election. 

_That said Honourable Regiuald Greville-Nugent did, by himself and his agents 
aud friends, aud by other persons on liis behalf, both before and during the election, 
coiTuptly distribute lai-ge sums of money among the inhabitants of the said county, both 
electors and non electors, in order to be elected at such election. 

your Petitioners further say, tliat before, after, and during said election, the 

^ Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent did, corruptly by himself, ms agents, man.igers, 
and inends, aud by and with persons on his behalf, directly and iiulivectly, give and pro- 
vide, and cause to be given and provided, aud did knowingly allow to be given and pro- 
vided, and was accessory to the giving and providing, and did wholly or partly pay ex- 
penaes incurred for meat, drink, entertainment, and provisions to and for divers persons 
lanug- votes at the said election, and to and for other persons on behalf of said voters, and 

to 
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to and for divers persons in order to be elected, or for being elected, and for the purpose 
of coi-riiptly influencing such persons and other persons to give or refrain fioni giving their 
votes at the said election, and did also so do to clivers persons on account of such persons 
or other persons )ia\ iug voted or refrained from voting, or being about to vote or refrain 
from n oting, at the said election. 

30. That several voters of said county received money from the agents of the said 
Honourable Regiuaicl-Greville Nugent, nominally and colourably as hire of a car or 
conveyance from them, but in reality for the purpose of giving them money for coming 
in to vote, and that, in order to give colour to such tr.ansactioii.-', each voter, on receiving 
sucli money, was desired not to come in to the election on his own ear, but to come iii on 
the car of one of hi.s neighbours, allowing his neighbour to come in oii lus. 

31. That said payments were illegal and corrupt, and that the persons giving and 
receiving such payments were guilty of bribery. 

32. Tliat your Petitioners further say that the said Honoiir.able Reginald Greville- 
Nugent did, by himself and by divers persons on his behalf, make use of, and did threaten 
and make use of, force and violence, and did by himself and his agents, and thimigh clivers 
other persons, threaten the infliction of injury, damage, harm, and loss upon divers per- 
sons, electors of the said county, in order to induce anct compel such persons to vote or 
refi’ain from voting at said election. 

33. And j'our Petitioners further say that the said Ilonouriible Reginald Greville-Nugent 
did, by himself and other persons ou his belualf, in divers other miuiners, practise intimida- 
tion upon divers person?, electors of the said county, to induce aud compel them to vote 
or refrain from voting at the said election. 

34. And your Petitioners state that the said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent 
was, by himself and his agents, guilty of bribery before and at and after said election.^ 

35. And your Petitioners further state that the said Honourable Reginald Greville- 
Nugent was, by himself and his agents, guilty of corrupt practices, intimidation, and 
undue influence before and at and after said election. 

36. Aud your Petitioners state, that if the electors had been allowed to vote according 
to their own wishes, aud without auy intimidation, coercion, undue influence, or comipt 
jn'actices, the said John Martin would have been veturuecl at the above election as a 
Knight to serv’e in Parliament for tlie said county of Lougfoi'd. 

37. And your Petitioners further show that the said election was illegally held by the 
said sheriff, because the notice for tlie said election was not given within t^vo days after 
the receipt of the writ, and also because six days* notice of the said election were not given, 
as requirecl by the Statutes in that case made and provided, the said election having taken 
place sooner than the sixth day from the signing and giving of tlie said notice. 

38. Your Petitioners further show that me said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent, 

by reason of his being guilty of bribery, treating, undue influence, corrupt practices, and 
intimidation, was and is incapable of being elected and returned, or of sitting in Parliament 
as Member for said county. i e 

39. And they further show that, by reason of the several matters aforesaid, or some or 
them, the election and return of the said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nngcnt is null 
aud void. 

Your Petitioners pray — 

That it may be determined that said election for the county of Longford may 
be declared to be a void election : 

And tbattbe said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent was not duly elected 
for said county : 

And that he was not duly returned for same : _ 

Aud that the said Honourable Reginald Greville-Nu^eut may be dcclai'ea 
and adjudged to have been at tlie said election guilty of bribery, treating, undue 
influence, and intimidation. 

Thomas Brodeeick, Clonbolt, County of Longford. 

Alex. Biene, Ardnacassa, County of Longford. 

Mich.ael Ltkch, Grauard, County of Longford. 

Edward Duggan, Edgeworthstown. 

Joseph Hanly, Junior, Attorney and Agent for the Petitiuuer?, 

8, Bachelors’ M^alk, Dublin. 



Piled, 31st Januai’y 1870, 

C. G. Burke, Master. 
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JUDGMBIT 



Delivered by Mr. Justice FitzGerald, Thursday, 7th April 1870. 



Mr. Justice FitzGcntU.'\ In this case, upon -which I am now about to pro- 
nounce judgment, the Petition was presented by four electors of the county 
of Longford ; I am no-w reading from a printed copy of the Petition, which ! 
have no doubt is coiTcct, and which was furnished to me in the month of 
February last by the Petitioners, together with a circular requesting that I 
would send a subscription to this truly national object.” The 15th paragraph 
states that the election and return of Mr. Greville-Nugent were procured and 
obtained by extensive and systematic bribery; by the 16th that it was obtained 
by gross and systematic bribery ; and by the l7th paragraph that his return 
was procured and obtained by extensive and general violence and intimidation. 
And these charges, gross bribery, violence and intimidation, and treating, are 
repeated in every shape and form. And by the 30th paragraph of the Petition 
it is alleged that several voters of the said county received money from the 
agents of the said Honourable Greville-Nugent nominally and colourably as 
hire of a ctir or conveyance, but in reality for the purpose of giving them 
money for coming in to vote, and in order to obtain their votes at the election. 
The Petition therefore makes a case of bribery, and bribery in every shape, 
general treating, and also the case of intimidation. And further in several 
paragraphs, it alleges that the return was procured by a particular species of 
intimidation, namely, by undue clerical influence and altar denunciations. 
The case is peculiar in this respect, that in order to understand the evidence it 
is necessaiy to refer to some of the antecedent circumstances with a view to 
see how that evidence bears upon tlie allegations in the Petiiion. Lord Greville, 
the father of the sitting Member, had been for some 17 or 18 years Member 
for this county, and according to the statement of the Very Rev. Edmund 
McGaver, he w'as a person who had acted up to the promises and engagements 
that he had made, and he was exceedingly popular within the district ; that is, 
he was popular with the Liberal party in the county of Longford. The vacancy 
was created by his elevation to the Peerage ; tlie dates are not very precisely 
given ; but I collect from the evidence that either Lord Greville put himself in 
communication with Dr. McGaver, or Dr. McGaver put himself in communica- 
tion with Lord Greville in conseque.nce of the impending vacancy, and that 
the result was the convening of a meeting of the clergy of the county some 
time in the last week of November, the meeting being held at ihe College of 
St. Mels. At that meeting Mr. Greville-Nugent was accepted as a candidate ; 
now, I allude to this meeting in the first instance, because it has been the 
subject of much commentary, and upon the face of the Petition, as well as the 
evidence which has been given for the Petitioners, it lias been made the founda- 
tion of many of the charges which have been put forward. It is not my duly 
to pronounce upon the policy or expediency of that step so taken by the clergy; 
that is, the holding in the first instance a meeting confined to the clergy of 
the county, and their selecting a candidate whose interests they agreed to 
])romote with all their power. All I have to do is to pronounce upon its legality, 
and I am obliged to say that, however objectionable it may have been, it was 
a lawful proceeding. It is quite open to the clergy as electors of this county, 
as it would have been to any other body of people in the county, to separate 
themselves from the general mass of electors, to meet, select a candidate, and 
agree to support that candidate ; and when we recollect the ver]' great interest 
which the clergy had in the then pending election, and the crisis wliich they 
no doubt considered was imminent, probably it is a course which one would 
have expected they would take upon the occasion. The objections to it are 

that 
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that it separates the clergv frnm the laity ; exposes the former to ihe imputa- 
tion of what is called “ clerical dictation” ; it creates jealousy and uneasiness, and 
lays the foundation for the charge of undue influence; and there is this quite 
certain, that it calls upon the Judge who mav have to determine the validity of 
the election to view with suspicion, and criticise with vigilance, the course 
which the clergy may take in the contest. 

Subject to these observations, 1 have only to pronounce that it w.-is legal. I 
can perfectly understand why that course was adopted. Dr. McGaver, who has 
given his evidence in the most candid manner, has told us that the late Roman 
Catholic bishop of this diocese thought it highly inexpedientthat in an election, 
or any other public proceeding, the Catholic clergy should be found, as a body, 
divided ; possibly the parish priest supporting one candidate, and his curates 
supporting another ; and that it was much better and more expedient tha: some 
proceeding should be taken to secure unanimity of action, and it was he who 
suggested the calling of a clerical ineeting, not for the purpose of dictating to 
the laily, but of secuidng united action upon the part uf the clergy. That course 
has been sanctioned also by the present bishop of the diocese, imd having pro- 
nounced upon its legality, I can only express a wish that, before a meeting of 
that kind had been convened, some opportunity should have been given to the 
laity to pronounce their opinions before the clergy had pledged themselves to 
support any particular candidate. It does appear, from Father McGaver s testi- 
mony, that the claims of otiier possible candidates were considered ; but in truth, 
as far as I could judge from the evidence, they w'ere left little choice, as no 
candidate had presented himself but Mr. Greville-^^ugent. helher he was 
himself a volunteer, or whether he was requested by Father McGaver, as repre- 
senting the clergy, to come forward, does not appear, but he attended that 
meeting. He stated what his principles and views were, and there is no doubt 
that at the. meeting of the clergy he was accepted by them as a candidate to 
whom they would give their undivided support. After some publicity had been 
given to that procedm*e, it was met, as might have been expected, by some 
persons with the objection that it had the chux'acter of clerical dictation ; and, 
accordingly, Mr. Muvtagh, who was examined as a witness, and who was a per- 
son having, as I understand, propertj’, and holding a good position in the county, 
a large trader, an elector, and the representative, I may call him, of a family of 
considerable influence in this district of the couuty, objected to it, and he and 
a deputation waited upon the Rev Mr. Reynolds, who had acted as seeretarv to 
the clerical meeting. 'VVe have had in evidence, both fro. a Mr. Reynolds and 
also from Mr. Murtagh, a complete description of what took place upon that 
occasion. I believe Mr. Murtagh expressed his regret that this course had 
taken place without any of the laity being at all consulted; and he intimated, I 
think, with great independence of spirit’ (an independence which met my full 
approval) that he was not disposed to follow the clergy upon that occasion and 
that a candidate would be put forward whom he did not name ; though, I col- 
lect from the evidence, that he had been already resolved upon ; and he con- 
cluded the interview bv saying, “ God defend the right.” As I understand Mr. 
Murtagh’s testimony, which was given very clearly, and, I think, very truth- 
fully, he objected to’ this meeting at the college as amounting to clenc.d dicta- 
tion ; tmt when I look at the circumstances of the case, I cannot shut out from 
my own view that the course pursued by Mr. Murtagh was equally open to the 
imputation of dictation of another character. 

Now I do not want to say one word disparaging to Mr. Murtagh, but i gather 
from his testimony that, at 'a meeting of persons uninterested m this county at 
his Drivate house ’in Dublin, anterior to the interview with the clergy here, he 
himself did name, or he supposes that he.named, -Mr. John Martin as a 
date. -Mr. Martin was not then in this country but m America, and did 
not himself seek the honour which was intended to be conferred upon him, and 
with him there was no opportunity of communication. I should therefore say 
that, while Mr. Murtagh sothought he was putting forward Mr. .\Ianin as a 
candidate for the county, he was in the hands of a clique m Dublin who were 
making use of him for their own purposes, and who were banded together to 
foi-ce upon this county a stranger who did not seek such honour, and from whom 
they had no authority whatever. There was in that respect dictation, m iny 
iudgment, more objectionable than the dictation supposed to spring irom the 
cledcal meeting at St. Mels’ College. 'We have had before us the correspond- 
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ence which ensued, in which the Reverend Father Reynolds, having consulted 
a sort of Minute hich hail been made of the meeting at St. Mels, communicated 
with Mr. Mmtagh, and finally pointed out to him that he thought the clergy 
had sc pledged themselves to ‘Mr. Greville-Nugent, having heard a statement of 
his principles, ami ae. epted him as their candidate, that they would not be 
iiiclineil to go back. Unfortunately that correspondence was followed by what 
I must call a very objectionable placard, whioh led to a great deal of mischief. 
Whence that placard originated 1 do not know. Mr. Murtagli denies any know- 
ledge of it, and 1 give, him cirriit for jicrfecl truth as to his statement in that 
respect, It did not originate with him, and I should therefore infer that it 
can;e here from Dublin, where it was probably composed and printed. Fatlier 
Reynolds says time in that document the priests were designated as a corrupt 
clique, who' had sold the comity tor money. There was other language very 
disrespectful to Lord Greville. and must imiiroper in reference to liis son. 

•Mr. Murtagli savs that he was the person who fir.'t mentioned Mr. 
Martin's name, but le't us see who were his real sup[iorters. According to Mr. 
Murtagh’s own ^tatemcm, he is himself what I would call a Repealer or 
Federalist. But there were acting witli him a body of Nationalists of a very 
different stamp, ami with different views from Mr. Murtagli ; these were persons 
in Dublin, principally newspaper editors, ihere was tlie Fenian element 
flocking also to their standard, both in and out of Longford. According to the 
evidence, as it appears before me, such were the parties who volunteered to put 
forward this absent gentleman as a candidate for this county. 

An address was published for him soon after. It contains some remarkable 
statements, but not the least remarkable is this: “’riie glorious example of 
Tipperarv is before you. The election of O’Donovan Hossa has struck a blow 
at the oppressors of our country, which has been felt throughout Europe." 
There are some other paragrapiis of similar effect. A great deal of evidence 
was before me, to show that the clergy in the coumy designated the supporters 
of Mr. Martin as at least in jiart Fenians ; and grave complaint is made of that 
appellation being applied to them, i should say myself that thei-e is every 
reason for any uninitiated person, that is, any person knowing nothing of their 
proceedings in Dublin beyond what aj)pe<u’ed in the public papers, considering 
this movement as largely a Fenian movement, and that address to some extent 
a Fenian manifesto. The complaint is that it was called a Fenian proceeding. 

I do not wish to travel out of my duty, but in dealing with the evidence which 
is presented to me, i am obliged as a judge and a juror to form an opini n 
upon it, and to my mind the true character of these ijr^ceedings was that there 
was a body of persons calling tijeraselves Naiionali.-Nts who for their own pur- 
poses were making use of Martin anil tlie Fenians in this county and out of it. 
There were in this county ami elsewhere a body of Fenians, who were flocking 
to their standard apparently to support them, but really to make use of the 
Nationalists for their own purposes; and there were the combined Nationalists 
and Fenians making use of the Ribbon men, in Roscommon, Leitrim, Cavan, 
and more especially in '' estmeath, to carry out their olijects. The placard 
which 1 have alluded to having created u great deal of public feeling, coupled 
as it was alleged to have been with some proceedings offensive to the clergy of 
the county, a circular w'as issued by the Very Rev. Edward McGaver on the 
7fh of December, convening a county meeting to take place upon the 10th. 
By county meeting I dn not mean a meeting of the whole body of the electors 
of the county, because the party to whom the Rev. Mr. McGaver addressed 
himself was the Lil>eral electors of the county ; and though a great deal has 
been said about a junction of the Conservative party with the Nationalists ujion 
this occasion, I have before me no evidence whatever that the Conservative 
gentlemen of this county took any veal part in this election. The circular was 
addressed to the Liberals, and distributed largely, and there is the statement 
that at least 700 copies were circulated, and addressed to every leading elector 
and clergyman of the county. A meeting took place on the 10th December at 
the coux-t-house, and it was according to the evidence a fair meeting, fairly re- 
presenting the Liberal party, laity and clerical. It was also attended by mem- 
bers of the Martin Committee. Mr. Murtagh and Mr. Morrough were present, 
and one of the Messrs. Sullivan of the “ Nation ’’ newspaper. One witness, 
Mr. John Maxwell, says that every town of the county was respectably i-epre- 
sented at the meeting, and that it represented the bone and sinew of the Liberal 
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party in this county. At that nieetins;' ^'l• Nuiruit was accepted as a candidate 
without any division, and a similar adoption of his candidature subsequently 
took place at Ballymahon, Grananl. and elsewhere. It was upon that occasion 
that Mr. Murtagh, after consultation wit', a gentleiean named Morrough, with- 
drew the candidature of Mr. Martin : his language being this, *• In tiie cause of 
peace and order, and in the name of the National (.■ominittee, T withdraw Mr. 
John Martin from the candidature of this county.” I will not ))ause upon the 
fact of these parties calling themselves •' the National Committee.” It suffices 
for me to point out that from that snoment there was a lormal withdrawal frou. 
Mr. Martin of the only respectable Longford man who had up to that tini 
taken any ])art in this Martin Committee ; that he then abandoned the contest, 
and though the same evening he was overruled either by the co mittee or 
Mr. Sullivan wffio was here, yet I cannot help saying this, that after that tbrmal 
withdrawal of the candidature of -Mr- Martin, I should have expected Mr. 
Murtagh to have adopted a very difl’erent course from what he did. Committed 
to Mr. Martin, he was probably hound to support him, but he has committed 
a mistake in being afterwaids induced to take a most active and promiment 
part, not alone on the Martin Committee, but in the subsequent proceedings of 
the contest. I cannot forget what is in i. -. ideuce on the last day, namely, ii=e 
telegrams coming fi*om him up to a late period, and amongst the rest a very 
late one, in which there occurs a remarkable expression of somethin^' about 
“ Tell Tim to send down the ballads.” Tim, as I understood, was another of 
the Messrs. Sullivan, and the editor of one of the national papers in Dublin ; 
but we hare thus Mr. Murtagh, in my mind weakly, after he had formally with- 
drawn Mr. Martin and retired himself from the contest, induced still to con- 
tinue the instrument of the party who were forcing Mr. Maitin upon this 
countv, and contliming up to the latest moment an active meinber of the 
A'lartin Committee. 

After the withdrawal of the 10th, and its subsequent repudiation, we coiue 
to a period when 1 umy say there was open war betwecMi the popular party in 
this county, headed hy the clergy of the county, and the committee professing 
to represent Mr. Martin, who were seeking to carry Mu; in. in further.-, nee of 
their own objects. 

There is one matter that has given me some satisfactioii, viz , that to a certain 
extent, religion was not mi.\ed up in this contest, because the candidate whom 
the priests supporte<l, Mr. Greville-Nugent is a member of the Church of 
England. On the other hand, as 1 understand from the evid'r: ce, Mr. Marlin 
is not a Catholic but a Presbyterian ; the supporters of both these gentlemen, 
were largely, if not entirely, members of the Catholic Church. It is upon that 
ground, I state that, to a considerable extent, religion was not mixed up in 
this contest. 

From the character of the contest which was about t) take place, no one 
could expect but that the clergy wooid take an active part in ir, and put forth 
their full legitimate inftueuco. I say so because the evidence has quite 
established the light in wliich they regarded it, whether ri^iutly or wrongly. 
Tiiey regai'ded it as a contest between tiie advocates of law aiui peace and order 
on the one side, and a baud of intruders and promoters of disorder and revolu- 
tion on the other. Far be it from me to ^ay that the priests were right in the 
view they took of tlieir opponents ; I am now slating wbai appears frotu the 
evidence was the view they took of tliis uttem))t to force .Mr. Martin upon the 
countv. It is therefore a case in whicii we would expect them to put forward 
their whole i)Ower ; and I would not be inclined to weigh with too nice scales, 
the mode in which their influence was excited. The position they took up is 
indicated by the telegram, which was much relied upon by the petitioners, 
coming from the Bishop at Rome to the clei^y here, in answer to a letter from 
the Rev. Mr Reynolds, which is this, Let all unite and prepare for the 
contest ; let no one be deceived or intimidated I am more convinced than ever 
of the necessity of opposing Fenian candidates and ensuring the triumphal return 
of >jr. Grevilie. No priests to sign the new iimnesty petition.” That last para- 
graph, according to the Rev. Mr. lie 5 *nolds, is explained thus ; that though the 
priests as a body had formally addressed the Government almost to a nan 
seeking the pardon of the prisoners now in custody for politicul offences, yet 
that they found that the previous amnesty proceeding was really a Fenian device, 
not for the purpose of procuring the release of those men, but to promote Feuiaii 
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orgainsatioa, and therefore it was that the Bishop advised that this new amnesty 
proceedinsr should not have the support of the clergy. 

We have now to consider the course of action which was pursued on both 
sides ; and first, that taken by the Martin Committee. I am now about to 
make an observation as to Mr. Martin. Ido not know him personally. I 
know nothing about him, save that I have heard of him as a member of the 
community ; but from the little I have gathered of his character, I think I am 
wan*anted in stating this, that there is no man in the land who would more highly 
disapprove of the course that was taken in his name than would Mr. Martin 
if he was here. Now, what was that course ? It was the introduction into this 
county from LfCilrim, from Cavan, from Roscommon and Westmeath, of bands 
of men, who, in the course of the evidence given in this case, have not been 
improperly designated as foreign raiders ; people who had no business here ; 
who came here for no legitimate purpose ; and who, no doubt, comprised within 
their ranks the worst characters that could be found in those adjoining counties. 
They were brought in here for what I must designate an unlawful purpose 5 and 
all lean say is this, that if Mr. Martin had been returned, and evidence had been 
laid before me on a petition against him for intimidation of the introduction by 
his agents of these people from other counties, 1 could not for one moment 
hesitate to consider that election as utterly void. 

The evidence as to the fact of these persons being brought in, leaves no 
opening for doubt ; that tijey were brought in large bodies, plainly appears, and 
that the result was intimidation and terror amongst the humbler class of the 
electors. One of the witnesses before me, whose evidence I refer to in conse- 
quence of its clearness, is Mr. Thomas Maxwell, of Ballymahon. He says, that 
on the day of the election there were at least 10,000 of them in his district. 

I suppose by 10,000 he meant a very great number. It is difficult to estimate 
the number in this courthouse at this moment; arrdby 10,000, I have no doubt 
he meant a very great number, and he. says that they were regular rowdies; 
men prepared to do any work of violence. He says, that having been at elec- 
tions for 40 years, be never saw such violence and such intimidation as was 
practised by these foreign raiders. 

I have already pi-onoimced, as it is my province to do, upon the legality of 
that course ; but I am obliged to go further, as a warning to people upon 
future occasions. It is not alone that the men who came into this county 
with these views were guilty of a breach of the law ; but I have to tell those 
parties, whoever they were, that brought them here (no matter what their 
position) with a view to intimidation, riot and disovdui’, that they become per- 
sonally and criminally responsible for the unlawful acts which these their in- 
struments committed. And if the case came before me in a criminal court, 
and it was proved that at the instigation of any individual, a band of these 
marauders was brought within this county, 1 would hold him responsible for 
the riots and the. criminality which were the consequence, and I would not 
hesitate for a moment to put in force the. criminal law against him. A person 
w’ho does so may find himself in this unhappy position, that upon the charge 
of instigating to riot and violence, he may be subjected, at the discretion of the 
Judge, to a sentence of imprisonment not exceeding two years, with or without 
hard labour. I think it necessary to mention that as a warning for the future. 
From the moment of the introduction of these people up to the election the 
instances are numerous of houses being wrecked, threatening notices being 
given, houses being attacked at night. We have had several instances of threats 
against the parties who voted for Mr. Nugent. The evidence has been sn very 
voluminous that even taking a day to look through it, I have not had leisure 
to refer to it with care ; but I recollect one gentleman who gave a most 
graphic description of what happened to him when he was trying to get to his 
home : there was a plantation on the roadside, which was regularly lined with 
people for the purpose of pelting him with stones ; he received two wounds, 
and he only escaped, by putting his mare, which was a very spirited animal, 
at the top of her speed, and though he had to run the gauntlet tlirough a rapid 
fire of stones from the plantation he escaped without any further serious injury. 
There, was another still more remarkable case of a man going to Athlone. 
He was a person in the provision trade. He was driving across the county, 
and he was stopped by an armed party and questioned as to whether he had 
voted for Martin or Greville ; this was after the election. He gave his name, 
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and somebody said that he was all right. The fact is he was not an elector at all ; 
but before he was let go one of the party retired to a house near to examine some 
list of those who were to be subjected to violence, and it appearing from that 
list (I suppose it was a list of the voters) that a person of his name had voted 
for Martin, he was allowed to go free. There were also other and veiy serious 
assaults committed. Father M‘Gaver’s hou.se was broken into. One clergy- 
man, I think Father Patrick M‘Gaver, deposed to such injuries to an individual 
that he was obliged to administer to him. or felt necessary to administer to him, 
the last sacrament ; and there was the case of !Mr. Pottit, who was audaciously 
assaulted by some of these men in his own liouse, and had three wounds inflicted 
upon his head. Therefore, upon this evidence before me, I have no doubt that 
the course pursued by the committee professing to represent Mr. Martin was 
highly illegal ; that it was coupled with a uniform course of violence and inti- 
midation down to and after the day of the election, and that it led to many of 
the disorders which took place in this county. 

I have now to consider the course pursued upon the other side, I should 
rather say by the clergy, because they were no doubt in this election ; they 
formed the real committee for Mr. Greville-Niigent, and throughout the whole 
election a great number of them were his agents. Their action consisted in 
the organisation of a defensive force, consisting of great numbers of non- 
eiectors, principally members of the families of the electors. I am not called 
upon to pronounce any opinion upon the expediency, though I shall have to 
consider the necessity, of that course ; but I am to ask myself the question 
whether that was legal . That is, whether the enrolling of what I call a voluntary 
police was necessary ; and if necessary, whether it was legal. I collect from 
the evidence of several of the witnesses, but especially from that of Mr. 'i'homas 
Maxwell, that not a farthing w-as e.xpendecl on non-electors, or any step taken 
to enrol them until these strangers were brought in. Well, as to the necessity 
oi enrolling this voluntary police it could not be necessary if a suitable escort 
of police or militiiry could be procured. The Goverument had placed at the 
<lisposal of the county authorities, not alone an adequate number of resident 
magistrates, but what they deemed to be a sufficient force of constabulary and 
military to eniorce public order. From the evidence it appears that in Granard 
alone, the number of cavalry, infantry, and constabulary all told, would exceed 
500 men ; and yet such was the state of Granard and its vicinity that it was 
barely adequate to preserve p.^ace within the town, and afforded scarcely any 
scope for detached bodies with a view to escort voters from the remote districts 
into the poll ; I have before me also an amount of evidence which does establish 
the fact that no sufficient escort of military or police could be obtained in that 
district for the outlying voters, many of whom had to come a great many miles 
to the poll. The necessity therefore, for so.me protection after the introduction 
of these foreign bodies into the county is obvious. I recollect one circuin- 
siance which strikes my mind. It was in the evklent.‘e of Mr. Gregory, the then 
sub-sheriff, that he himself, the sub-sheriff of the county, was obliged to apply 
for an escort to conduct him from Bidlymahon or Granard, to Longford, and 
that he failed to procure an escort. Well, it does seem a strange thing indeed, 
when the sub-sheriff is obliged to apply for an escort at an election ; I am quite 
satisfied from the evidence that there was a necessity for some protective organi- 
sation, and there being that necessity I cannot say that the enrolment ot a 
voluntary police for defensive purposes only was an illegal step ; but I must 
add tiiat though not illegal it was highly dangerous ; it was one I'arely to be 
adopted except under extreme emcumstance.s, and I shall have to point out 
hereafter that the parties who adopted that course exposed themselves to great 
peril, and must take upon themselves all the consequeiices which may result. 

The election proceeded under circumstances which all the evidence shows 
were of unusual violence. It was said that Longford was peacep.ble ; doubtless 
it was, as compared with Granard and Ballymahon, but even in Longford there 
is a transaction detaiird which I hope is unusual at elections. A witness of 
the name of Hamilton, who formerly had been in the police, and took no part 
in the election, deposed that on the polling-day he saw a body whom he con- 
ceived to be Grevillites coming along the street near liis residence ; they 
were subsequently put to the rout aud were pursued by a party whom he under- 
stood to be Martinites. He says that aft-.^r they had passed him by and he 
was standing in the street, one of this mob came up to him and asked him for 
whom was he ; was he for Martin : And believing they were Grevillites, he 
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answered. No, he was not for Mm-tin ; the result of which was that he was im- 
mediately knocked d(i\vn and as be said hin.self he was knocked dead, that is, 
he was knocked senseless and severely injured. He was taken to the. doctor’s 
and lie has not vet quite recovered. 

I come to consider the several allegations put forward on behalf of the Pe- 
titioners. I cannot take them from Mr. Butt’s opening, for it was so general 
that I did not see exactlv its special hearing ; probably in that respect he was 
judicious; but i am obliged to take the several instances relied upon at the 
close of the evidence from the statement of Mr. Exbam in reply. 

Now, the first case which Mr. Exbam pressed was that the election of Mr. 
Greville-Nugent was obtaineil by the intimidation of mobs of non-electors in his 
interest upon the Martinite voters, or those who would otherwise liave voted 
for Mr. Martin. I must confess that this did appear to me in the Petition, and 
at the close, after having heard this case through, as rather a hold statement ; 
because I cannot find in the case a single instance, save one, that of Dr. Lanigan, 
which i will revert to, in which it is even alleged that a single individual was 
intimidated from voting by wiiat he called mobs of non-electors, that is, those 
who were organized by Mr. Greviile-Nugent’.s party ; and certainly after the 
view I have taken of the evidence as to she intimidation practised upon the 
other side, intimifintion of the. grossest character, it does seem strange, indeed, 
that the parties who practised that intimidation themselves should put forward 
this case. 

It is perfectly true, both in law and equity, that you cannot defend an illegality 
by reason of the illegal conduct of your opponents, and Mr. Greville-Nugent 
could not be heard here to justify intimidation by saying that there was equal 
intimidation upon the other side. But when Mr. Greville-Nugent, or his com- 
mittee, are accused of enrolling these mobs, and getting them to^rether, it is 
necessary to see for what purpose they were organized. As I read the- evidence, 
the purpose of the enrolment was not to create intimidati m, not to intimidate 
others, but to prevent those who would otherwise vote for Mr. Nugent from 
being intimidated And the only one I find who says he did not vote in conse- 
quence of violence was Dr. Lanigan, the gentleman who says, having proceeded 
out in the street on that day with the intention of going to vote, seeing the 
violence that was going on he thought it better to retire to his house ; and 
unquestionably thei'e was a scene of great violence in Gr.inard. smt I am far from 
coming to the conclusion that Mr. Lanigan could not have voted if he wished, 
as every other person did that day, though sometimes under great difficulty. 

I cannot, therefore, upon tlie fullest considerntiou of the evidence, come to the 
conclusion that there was intimidation upon Mr. Nugent’s side. 

Then comes the most important matter to consider in the whole case. That 
is what has been called clerical undue influence : and I shall pi*oceed now to 
consider it. We are not hci’e ch.'aling, I may remiirk, with cases of physical 
violence, but what in my mind is far more dangerous and objectionable, that is 
undue clerical influence ; it is that kind of influence which, as re]>resenting the 
laity, I am bound to regard with most vigilant suspicion. Now, upon this sub- 
ject of undue influence, the utmost care has been taken by the Legislature 
for the purpose of defining what it is, and repressing it ; and it is my duty, 
as far as I can, to put in force this branch of the law. By the 5th section 
of the Act of 1854, undue influeinie is defined with a view to embrace almost 
every case of improper influence, whether by physical intimidation or otherwise, 
that could arise. It says that every person who sljall make use. of, or try to make 
use of, any force, violence, or restraint, or inflict, or tlircaten the infliction of any 
injury, damage, harm, or loss, or in any other manner practice intimidation 
upon any person in order to induce him to vote, or refrain from voting, or who 
shall by abduction, duresse, or by any fraudulent device, or contrivance, or 
means, impede, prevent, or otherwise interfere with the free exercise of the 
franchise of any voter, such person shall be deemed to have committed the 
offence of undue influence. If we were now appl\ ing to ihe Legislature to 
amend the law, so as to include anv case that might have been omitted, it 
would be difficult to invent language more comi>reliensive. 

In considering this question of undue influence, or rather what I call here 
undue clerical influence, because all the allegations of the Petitioners point to 
undue priestly influence, it is not my intention in any way to detract from the 
proper influence which a clergyman has, or by a single word to lessen its legiti- 
mate exercise. We cannot forget its wholesome operation, and how often, even 
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recently, it has been the great buiwat-k of the community against insurrection and 
fruitless attempts at revolution. TheCuthoiic priest has, and he ought to have, great 
influence. Ilis position, his sacred character, his super , t education, and the iden- 
tity of his interests with his flock ensure it to him, and that influence receives ten- 
fold force from the. conviction of his people that it is generallv exercised for their 
benefit. In the proper exercise of that influence on electors, the priest may counsel, 
advise, recommend, entreat, and point out the true line of moral duty, and e.xplain 
why one candidate should be pi*eferj'ed to another, and may, if he thinks fit, 
throw the whole weight of his character into the scale ; but he may not appeal 
to the fears, or terrors, or superstition of those he addresses. He must not 
hold out hopes of reward liere or hereafter, and be must not use threats of 
temporal injury, or of disadvantage, or of punishment hereafter, lie must 
not, for instance, threaten to excommunicate, or to withhold the sacraments, or 
to expose the party to any other religious disability, or denounce tla- voting 
for any particular candidate as a sin, eras ai, offence involving jnmisbment hu'e 
or hereafter. If he does so with a view to influence a voter, or to affect an 
election, the law considers him guilty of undue influence. As priestly 
influence is so great,- we must regard its exercise with extreme jealousy, and 
seek by the utmost vigilance to keep it within due and proper bounds 

Now, the first case tvliicb was brought forward of undue pinestly infl.uence 
was the alleged intimidation practised b\ the Rev. Father Skelly on Mr. Juioes 
Miirtagb, wiio was examined as a witness. Upon Mr. Murtagh’s testimony, 
even uncontradicted by Father Skelly’s evidence, I have come, to the conclusion 
that there was no intention tipon the ])art of the reverend pr*iest to exercise 
anytiiing like intimidation ; that the language he was represented to have 
addressed to him was not intimidation but friendh' aduce ; and Mr. Miirtagh 
himself told us that it was at a friendlv inteiwiew where he, after mass, went up 
to the priest’s room, and that he then considered it not the language of intimi- 
dation, nor intended to intimidate him, but rather given as friendly advice, 
expressing to him the reasons why he personally ought to withdraw from active 
interference in the then pending contest. Mr. Murtagh says that subsequent 
events led him to believe that it was intende ! to intimidate him But it is 
strange, with that belief upon his mind, being in communication with Air. 
Hanley, the conducting agent of the election and of this Petition— it was not 
until a few days ago that he for the first time mentioned the circumstance to 
Mr. Hanley, as one to be relied on in this case. It is not a matter stated in the 
Petition, nor mentioned in the particulars furnished under Mr. Ju-tiee Lawson’s 
ord<T. Undue clerical influence is so great an evil that I did not hesitate for a 
moment, when it was stated that tiie case was of that character, lo permit the 
amendment of the particulars, with a view^ to bring that case befoi’e the Court, 
and I offered at any subsequent stage freely to amend the bill of particulars, with 
a view to give an opportunity of proving any other case of that character. The 
evidence of Father Skelly dissipates the whole charge, and disposes of a great 
deal of what Mr. i^iuvtagh had said. It throws a light upon the whole transac- 
tion, and w ithout reading the evidence in detail, it is so fresh upon all our 
memories, it is clearly to my mind established that it was simpiv friendlv advice 
by Father Skelly to Mr. Murtagh, showing him the reasons why he ought to 
withdraw, and amongst the rest, pointing out to him that he might make 
himself so unpopular as that upon some night, in travelling through the county, 
he might sustain pei’sonal injury. Mr. Skelly says that he was influenced solely 
by motives of kindness and friendship to bim, giving him the same advice that 
he would have given to his brother upon that occasion. I must therefore 
dismiss from my mind altogether this instance as one of clerical intimidation. 

The next case is that of the Rev, Mr. ILurray ; and I caunot regard without 
strong censure the language that was used by him upon the occasion in 
Edgeworthstown, in tlm early portion of this contest, it appeai*ed that, after 
celebrating divine service, in dismissing his congregation, he found, somewhere 
in the vicinity of the church, a car with three or four strangers upon it. Who 
they were it does not appear. I believe that Mr. Hanley brought them there. 
One of them, I believe O’Donovtin, was addressing the bystanders, and Mr. 
Murray jumped upon the car, waved his hat, and addressed the crowd, giving 
them very good and substantial reasons why, in his judgment, they should not 
be the supporters of Mr. Martin, and should not listen to the voices that were 
addressed to them. In the course of his address, while waving his hat, he, on 
jyS. b4 more 
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more than one occasion, used the expression, “Down with the priest-hunters.” 
Those words wei'e pointed at the paities on the car. I must condemn that 
lano'uage as improper, and calculated to excite to violence, and as language of 
gross vituperation ; but I cannot say, in this instance, that there was exercised 
upon any elector any undue influence or any intimidation, and that the intimi- 
dation, if any, was tn the parties on the car, who were not electors but strangers 
to the county,' and whom the Rev. Mr. Murray evidently thought ought not to 
be introduced there. 

However I may condemn language of that kind, I could not take upon myself 
to pronounce it as being clerical intimidation practised upon the electors with 
a view to influence the election for this county. 

"We now come to two cases that I will take together of clerical intimidation, 
in reference to Father Lavelle and the Rev. Mr. Mullen. I believe both those 
gentlemen are strangers to this county. Father Lavelle was the paiish priest 
of Partrv ; he is spoken of in one of Mr. Murtagh’s telegrams as the “patriot 
priest of Partly,” but he certainly was not so as connected with the county, 
and I ha\’e already in evidence before me that he is one whose advent here was 
not calculated to promote peace and order. Well, the objection in reference to 
Father Lavelle is, that the Rev. Mr. Reynolds telegraphed to Dean Dawson, 
the I’epyeseiitative of the bishop in his absence, to get some authority to insist 
that Father Lavelle “should not meddle with them;” and he did get that 
authority, and Father Lavelle did not meddle with them ; and I most entirely 
approve of the course taken by Father Reynolds in keeping that patriot priest 
of Partry out of the county of Longford. If he was doing his duty as a patriot 
priest, it would not be in Longford, but in attending to the wants of his own 
parishioners. 

Now who is Father Mullen, as to whom he also telegraphed to get power to 
stop him. Mr. Mullen is not a pi'ieat of Longford, or of this diocese at all, but 
belonging to another diocese ; and I shall only use the expressive language of 
Mr. Reynolds, who, when he was asked what business Mr. Mullen had here, 
said he had no business save to degrade his sacred character by haranguing the 
people between Donovan and Meany. Now Meany has been spoken of very 
much, and possibly, J should say, in language of unnecessary harshness, during 
the course of this case. But there is no doubt that he is a representative of the 
Fenians. Upon his own statement he was six feet two in treason felony; and 
I quite concur in the view of the Rev. Mr. Reynolds, that another priest coming 
from another county to interfere in an election in which he had no concern 
was degrading his character in haranguing the people in such company as 
Meany and Donovan, who, it is also imputed, was a member of the Fenian 
organization. Therefore I say, as to inducing Mr. Mullen, or, if command was 
necessary, commanding him to withdraw from the county, I should never 
consider it as any other than the proper exercise of ecclesiastical authority. 

We have now to come to a different case, which, if established, would 
amount to clerical intimidation and undue influence of the worst character, and 
that is the excommunication of a man named Skelly by the Rev Mr. McGibney. 
The statement which Mr. Skelly put forward was that there was an assembly 
of the supporters of Mr. Martin, at which one of the Messrs. Sullivan was pre- 
sent, aud in which possession was taken of the gallery of the National School- 
house, which the priest interfered to prevent. He was quite right, because he 
was the patron of the school, and the meeting took place there. There is no- 
thing which the Commissioners of National Education so much object to as 
having a school-house on its precincts made use of for party or political pur- 
poses. In the course of that meeting he says Father James Fitzgerald addressed 
him, and asked his name, and was very angry at his appearance there; while 
he, on the coniraiy, according to his description, was as mild as a bnnb. He 
says, some time afterwards, in his own parish the Rev, Mr. McGibney excom- 
municated him, and told people that he was an excommunicated man, with 
whom they were not to associate. The imputation is that he was excommuni- 
cated because he attended that meeting, and took part with the Martin com- 
mittee. 1 would require very clear evidence to induce me to believe that sug- 
gestion, because I know enough of canonical law to know that, being a member 
of that committee, or taking the most active part in it. would not afford any found- 
ation whatever for excommunication. Skelly said that when Mr. McGibney 
announced from the altar that he had been excommunicated, that he assigned no 

cause 
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cause whatever for it. When pressed at firsf, he said he mentioned a letter 
from Father Fitzgerald ; and when pressed bv me finaliv, he said he did men- 
tion the letter from Father Fitzgerald. Now, Father James Fitzgerald has been 
produced, and he gives a very different account of the transaction. He says 
the conduct of this man was extremely violent and insulting, and that he did 
not use any language of reproach to him ; and further, he pledges his oath that 
he held no communication whatever with the Rev. Mr. McGibney upon the 
subject, and that if he was excommunicated it was for some other cau<e. If he 
was excommunicated, or threatened with excommunication, or with any dis- 
ability of the kind, because he had been a supporter of Mr. Martin, or one of 
his committee, 1 should unhesitatingly pronounce it to be a case of clerical 
undue influence of the worst character ; but the inference that I deduce from 
the evidence is, that this man, if e.xconimunicated, was excommunicated for 
some other and for a canonical cause. Father McGibney, it is said, has not 
been produced. The Respondent was not bound to call him. He is one of the 
few clergymen in this county who.se name, save in this particular instance, has 
not been mentioned. He does not appear to have taken any part in the elec- 
tion. If he had excommunicated Skelley, as allegeti, or threatened to do so, on 
the ground of his being a Martinite, whilst I should hold Father McGibney 
responsible for undue influence, and report him as guilty of it, ‘the Sitting- 
Member, Mr. Oreville-Nugent, would be wholly unaffecred by that, for there is 
nothing in the case to show that Mr. McGibney was his agent. A great many 
of the priests of the county are fixed with the character of being his agents’; 
but it is curious that in this case Mr. McGibney’s name is mentioned only in 
reference to this alleged act of e.xeommunication. 

I have now to deal with the letter or telegram addressed by Father Reynolds 
to Mr. A. M. Sullivan on the 11th of December, when Father Reynolds knew 
that the withdrawal of Mr. Martin had been retracted, and that he was again a 
candidate for the county. I am obliged to deal with that because Mr. Exhani 
seriously and for a considerable time pressed that as an instance of clerical inti- 
midation, that is intimidation practised upon .Mr. A. M- Sullivan, and undue 
influence towards him. The telegram contains, at the close of it, this expression, 
“ From every altar in the county the priests will speak to-morrow, aud with 
you lies the blame.” Father Reynolds says, and I take his statement as accu- 
rate, that he meant it as a reply to the deelaratinn of Mr. Sullivan, that the 
priests of ihe county were divided ; and we had a good deal of evidence upon this 
point. In the “ \\ eekly News,” or the “ Nation,’’ or some of the other papers 
under the command of Mr. Sullivan, the statement had been put forward that 
the priests of the county, notwithstanding the meeting, were divided, and that 
several of the most influential amongst them were unwilling to support Mr. 
Greville-Nugent, and would give their support to Mr. Martin. Father Reynolds 
tells us, and I take his statement as correct, that what he meant was, that from 
every altar in the county, on the following clay, the priests would pronounce 
themselves in favour of Mr. Greville-Nugent, and show that there was no dis- 
union, but, on the contrary, there would be united action. 

The next case upon which Mr. Exham relied was that of Patrick Cahill, in 
reference to whom it was alleged that undue influence was practised by the 
Rev. Mr. O’Farrell. C-ahill was not a voter, aud though in order to affect tlie 
election the undue influence ought to be practised in order to induce voters to 
vote or refrain from voting, yet it would be a very gross case even if pi-actised 
upon a non-elector. Cahill was cross-examined as to his character, but on that 
I express no opinion. He said that Father O’Farrell refused to hear his con 
fession because he was a member of the Martin committee. We have had no 
express denial of his statement. The reason given for that is contained in the 
evidence of the Rev. Mr. Reynolds, and in that of Father O’Farrell himself. 
As I understand that statement, it is this: he could not answer that question 
even by a negative ; that is, that although a priest cannot disclose and w’ill not 
disclose (no matter what the penalty may be) anything that takes place at con 
fession, and, that when a party comes to him for the purpose of confessing, all 
that takes place is sacred, and he must even subnut to the slander by Ms own 
penitent ; he must submit to that rather than directly or indirectly disclose by 
a statement or inference what took place. And when it was put to him, “If 
you can answerit simplyin the negative, whynot do sor” his answerwas, “ My 
statement that I did not refuse to hear his confession because he was a Mar- 
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tinitc, would be a negative from which the inference may be drawn that I 
refus 'd to hear his confession f: om some other cause, and I cannot answer even 
so far.” But lie further stated that he never refused any person confession 
sa\’e for sou^e ciuionical cause. That if he did so, he would iiim-elf be subject 
to a large amount of censure and pu'dshment, and he further added that being 
a member of the Martin committee, or a supporter of Mr. Marlin, would not 
be a canonical cause, d’hat many of those v/ho were the supporters of Mr. 
Martin were also pei’sons under iiis spiritual guidance, and although they con- 
tinued to be supporters of .Mr. Martin to the last, they were not denied by him 
or anybody else admission to the Sacraments. That he saw them receiving 
the Communion ; and, according to his statement, that of course could not have 
lak' n place without their having gone previously to confession and received 
absolution, From all the se statements of Father O’Farrell, I come to the con- 
clusion that his an&w’cr is substantially this, ”11 1 refused to hear this man s con- 
fessic.n, 1 did not refuse to hear it because he was or continued to be a member 
of the i'artin committee, but for another and canonical cause.” 

The evidence of Cahill has not satisfied me, and it has been, in my judgment, 
displaced so far by the evidence of Father O'Farrell, that I cannot act upon it. 
Kow’ we come to the seventh instance, that of Father John Duffy, which was 
also pressed strongly. The case against Father Duffy was this : it is on the 
evidence of lirowne, the policeman, that he stated froni the altar that he ex- 
pected that the boys of the parish n ould meet him at Piper’s Cross, and oppose 
the Martinites who were expected there, at the Cross, At first I thought it 
was something connected with religion ; the expression was, “ would be at the 
Cross,” or “ would be there at half past three but, finally, it turned out it 
meant a [dace called Piper’s Cross; and the j.'oliceman, Browne says that he was 
aware tliat, after that statement was made from the altar, there had been rioting 
at Piper’s Cross. Browne was the policeman who admitted himselt that lie was 
much offended by a transaction taking place between him and Father Duffy. 
The evitience of Father John Duffy fully explains the transaction : he negatives 
the use of the langua..:,e imputed to him in the most express tenns ; and he says, 
never did he, in the course of the whole of tliis election, use any threat or any denun- 
ciation of any kind whatever. He goes further into the detail of this transaction 
which took place at the Cross, when he himself, instead of being t'le inciter to 
rint, was the peacemaker and protector of Meany and some others, and he was 
actually the means of seeing them as far as Ballynamuck, and out of his 
district I must therefore hold the case alleged against Father John Duffy as 
entirely displaced. 

No. 8 was against Father Felix Duffy. The allegation is that he called people, 
upon some occasions, “Fenian raiders” and “Orange sboneens.” What 
“ shoneen ” means I do not exactly know, but I should look at that language as 
if it was used as simply language of vituperation, used improperly, poThaps, 
towards parties who may not have deserved the character attributed to them ; but 
I cannot bold it to be undue influence. 

I now come to the most important case in the whole, and that is the case of 
Father Patrick Fitzgerald, which was strongly relied upon as undue priestly 
influence It depends principally upon the evidence of William Crosbie, a 
witness of whom I would say, in p'assing, that he showed himself to be a person 
of great intelligence, and he gave his evidence vvith independence, and I find 
nothing in his manner to induce me to think that he could wilfully pervert the 
truth. It showed, unquestionably, great independence of character for a man 
in his position to come forward in such a case as this, and give the evidence he 
did against one of the clergymen of his parisli ; and he is entitled to all com- 
mendation for his courage. 

Oue difficulty about his testimony is that I am somewhat under the impres- 
sion that he placed upon one day what may have taken place upon two Sundays, 
the 5th and the 12th of December; he attributes it all to the 5th; and I am 
inclined to come to that conclusion because I had the evidence before me of 
Father Patrick Fitzgerald, that up to the 5th he had not heard of Mr. Martin’s 
candidature; he was not till subsequently aware that he was a candidate ; and 
the mode in which this evidence has been fixed upon the mind of Crosbie is, 
that upon the 13th his employer wrote to him, asking him what was taking 
place, and what was likely to be the course of the clergy, and wlio they were 
likely to support at the coming election. He accordingly, on the 13th, wrote 
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to Ins employer, giving him the detail of -trhat he had heard, and in that 
manner it became fixed in his memorv. He says, then, that before mass, in 
consequence of Father Patrick Fitzgerald’s attention being called to a placard, 
he seemed very angiy when he came on the altar ; he said there wa* a placard 
put up, in favour of John Martin, and that he was a Fenian, an Orangeman, a 
priest-hunter ; and he denounced Fenianism in very strong terms, and, indekl, 
before he commencrd second mass he cursed the Fenians. Seije nt Arm.-tron'^ 
inteiTupts, and says, “ Come, give us the words r” and the man says, “ I will 
give yon the words as best I can.” He did not appear, in the fir.st instance, 
inclined to press the thing very strongly, but being asked for the words, he says, 
“ I will give them to you;” he said, •* He repeated frequently that this dav will 
not go for nothing, this day cannot go for nothing ; the tears that I shedj may 
they fall upon you, and not be dried sav;* by the burning flames of hell ! You 
savages, 1 would take little, and leave y^u without mass upon this occasion.” 
Fie is asked then, whom he understands the priest to refer to under the term, 
“you, and he said, “the Fenians; that is my impression, that it uas the 
Fenians he alluded to under that expre.ssion.” He is then asked, “ Did he say 
anything else ?" and he says, “After mass, he asked, ‘ Will no man point out to 
me this Brierly, who dare put up a placard on the cha])el walls for this John 
Martin?’ He called him again a Fenian and a priest-hunter, and culled him an 
Orangeman ; he said he would behead all the priests and overthrow tiie Catholic 
institutions. After that he prayed ‘ That God might inspire our rulers to enact 
fresh laws to strengthen the Habeas Corpus, that it might be suspended, and that 
you might be taken and put into gaol, without tlie chance of a trial, until you rot, 
and rot you may till the maggots and worms eat you, and alter that you may 
go to hell’ He then prayed ‘ That their tongues might be paralysed that 
they could not pray for themselves, and their arms paralysed that they could 
not feed themselves, and their feet might be paralysed that they could not walk, and 
after that they may go to hell ” and he then says furtliei*, that on the following 
Sunday, the 12 th, he saw that there had been a meeting at St. Mels’ College, 
which he was not present at, and which he obviously had not heard of on the 
previous Sunday, and he said “ That the people might now take the side of 
their priests, their cross, and heaven, or Anti-Orangemen and hell.” That is 
the language imputed to him by that witness. Now I have already expressed 
my view that this witness was exceedingly intelligent, courageous, and indepen- 
dent, and I find notliing in his manner that would induce me to come to the 
conclusion that he intended to pervert the truth. His character was assailed 
in cross-examination ; he appears to have been in a very respectable employ- 
ment, anil in one in which I would not expect to find him if h.- bad not been a 
pers u of good character and conduct. 'Ihe only thing I find brought against 
him, I mean in detracting from the weight and accuracy of his testimouv, is, that 
he does a|)pear to be a partizan of Mr. Martin. I do not blame him’ for that, 
or say an^vihing to his prejudice ; he is not alone one. who took an active part, 
and I have no doubt a large part, in getting up the evidence for this Petition ; 
but, as was pointed out by counsel for the Kespondent, in place of being at home 
minding his employer’s business, he attended for many days the hearing of this 
inquiry, and took a deep interest In it, and aj)peared to be giving active assist- 
ance to the Petitioners ; all that shows that he is a strong partizan, and renders 
it necessary to consider how far there has been corroborative proof. 

N ow he is corroborated in the main particulars by Brierly, the person spoken 
of in that address from the altar, but I should not say tiiat Brierlv was a 
person in whom I would have much confidence. If it was necessary to find 
confirmation of his statement, certainly Briefly is not a witness that I would 
rely upon, because he gave one answer which discredited him in my mind. It 
was he who put up in the porch of the church, “ Pray for the soiils of Allen, 
Larkin, and O’Brien, the Manchester martyrs ; God save Ireland. ’ That no- 
doubt was upon his part a very improper proceeding. But I put the question 
more than once, “ Did you do that intending to express your sympathy with 
Fenianism, or did you it bond fide with intent (o obtain the prayers of the con- 
gregation for these three men ? ” And he, after deliberating, twice asserted that 
his single view was to obtain the prayers of the congregation. I must say I do 
not believe that statement or one particle of it ; and I can look upon that act 
of his as none other than a mode of exciting a Fenian spirit in the district. 
Whether he has formally joined the Fenian organisation or not I do not know ; 
178. C3 he 
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he said he had not ; but I cannot fail to regard this man as himself a Fenian, 
and a Fenian emissaiy in that district. , . c i . 1 , 

I then refer to the ecjdence of a person named Gmty, who answered thus : 

“ What did you hear him say?" He says he did not recollect one sentence of 
what took place tiU he heard Crosbie’s evidence, but after he heard what 
Croshic had to say. “ Did you hear what Crosbie stated today i Tell ns 
now according to your own recollection, the substance of what 1 athei litz- 
eerald said ” His answer was, “ A denunciation of secret and illegal societies is 
the greater part of what I recollect.” “ (Q.) What did you hear him say ; how 
did he bring it in or allude to it f (A.) He alluded to Feniamsm, and he alluded 
to all secret societies. (Q.) Was it in eonnection with the tlien approachrng 
election* (A ) No, it was more relative to Brierly. (Q..) Was it after Brierly 
posted tire notice about Martin outside the chapel? (A.) Yes that was what 
brouo-lit it out;” and he commenced by alluding to it. Then he is asked, 
“Wlmt did he say about that? (A.) He said he was not a fit person, or some- 
thins: of that nature ; that he was not a fit candidate at all. (Q.) Did he say 
who he was, or who his party were? (A.) He said he was a Presbyterian from 
the north (Q.) Did he use the expression, ‘ black-mouthed, or ‘ black-hearted ? 
(A.) I do not recollect that he did.” Then again he is pressed, » What did he 
say about that? (A.) He said the party were priest hunters. (Q.) That is, the 
Martin party ? (A.) No, I did not say the Martin party._ (Q.) Which party? 
(A.) The party who were putting him forward, or something of that kind ; the 
thing escapes a person’s memory.” But there is much more important evidence 
upon that— that is, the evidence of constable M‘ Donnell, who was also present 
upon the same occasion ; and he says he had not a very precise recollection of 
wdiat took place. He told the people not to harbour that Brierly in the house. 
IQl ) “ Did he say for what ? (A.) Yes, for taking an active part in putting up 

some notice on the chapel gate. I did not see him put up the notice.’ Now 
these are the witnesses in confirmation of the statement by Crosbie. 

There is considerable difficulty in defining bow much of the alleged statement 
of Father Fitzgerald was a denunciation of Fenianism and secret societies, and 
how much, if any, wan applied to the then coming election. I shall deal with 
that presently ; but no one can doubt that language of the most improper, and 
I would almost call it blasphemous, character was used upon that occasion, and 
conveys to my mind that the reverend priest was under such a state of excite- 
ment that, you would describe his language as the ravings of a lunatic. 

Subject to these observations, we bare to consider Father Fitzgerald’s state- 
ment. He gave his evidence in a very fair manner, and seemed anxious to 
disclose every word that he used upon that occasion, but he labours under this 
disadvantage, that whilst Crosbie says he committed this statement to writing, 
at least eight days afterwards, in a letter to his employer, Father Fitzgerald’s 
attention is not called to it until very receittly, and he is now speaking after an 
interval of several months ; and it may be difficult for anyone who had used 
language three or four months ago, under circumstances of considerable pro- 
vocation and great excitement, to detail accurately what he did say. In any 
observation I may make, I wish to state that 1 do not for a moment doubt that 
in bis evidence Father Fitzgerald intended to tell us the truth, but this evidence 
is subject to that infirmity which besets all human evidence under such cir- 
cumstances, that though desirous to tell us the whole truth he may be very 



inaccurate. 

Now, the general statement which Father Fitzgerald makes is this : he says, 
as to a portion of the language, I never used it, and I could not use it 5 it is 
language that no priest or Christian minister ought to use, and I am sure I did 
not use it;’’ and certainly I agree in that, that it was language which no Christian 
priest ought to use upon any occasion. He gives us, in detail, what, according 
to his recollection he did say, and he says it was all applied to a denunciation 
of secret societies ; that he found, with great grief, that Fenianism was inis- 
leading the people in this parish ; that he had but recently come there that 
there were a great number of partially educated, or uneducated and simple 
young men in a remote parish, and that he found the poison of Fenianism 
spreading amongst them ; that it was likely to be promoted by this pending con- 
test,but that all his denunciations upon that occasion wereintended for Fenianism. 
But what I have to consider is not exactly what Father Fitzgerald intended, 
but what he conveyed to his hearers; he admits referring to many of the topics 
, t -which 
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which Crosbie stated in his evidence, his tears for instance, Fenianism, Orange- 
ism, priest hunters, and language of that hind. But wbilst he slates that he 
applied it entirely to the Fenian organisation, and did not intend to speak of 
Mr. Martin, and did not know that Mr. Martin was a candidate on the occa- 
sion, we must examine his statement as to its accuracy before we act upon it. 
Now, why was it that he made this attack on Brierly ? It was because Brierly 
had as he considered, the audacity and impropriety of conduct to put up on 
the chapel entrance, on the ■wall at the side of the chapel-gate, a Martin mani- 
festo. I do not know whether it was a copy of the address or what, or whe- 
ther it was some one of those large sensation placards which are used upon 
the«e occasions. It is of that he was speaking, it was not to the Allen, Larkin, 
and” O’Brien placard. He denounced Brierly as having put up the Martin 
placard. He told the people not to let him into their houses, and not to asso- 
ciate with him. There is a circumstance in the case which I am sure nobody 
regrets more than the Uev. Father Patrick Fitzgerald does himself, and that 
is that in the heat and excitement of the moment he was induced to raise his 
hand and to strike Brierly. Now, that circumstance preponderates very much 
against him. The fact that the language was used, because the Martin placard 
Tvas put up, the fact that he did afterwards assault and strike Bnerly m his 
excitement, and the language which is admitted at the time to have l^_en used, 
quite establishes, to my satisfaction, that whatever Father Patrick Fitzgerald 
intended, the language he used upon that occasion, coupled with his subsequent 
acts, conveyed to the mind of his hearers a denunciation of the supporters of 
Martin as Fenians. If it were necessary to determine that fact, I should come 
to the conclusion, that under circumstances of great excitement, which 1 have 
no doubt he r.grets, Father Patiick Fitzgerald suffered himself to be betrayed 
into very improper language, and which his hearers would have underst^d 
as extending beyond Feni-anism, and applying to the supporters of Mr. 
Martin; that is, that all &u])porting him would be Fenians, and meet the 
fate which Fenians deserved; that, coupled with the subsequent attack upon 
Briefly, because he had put up the Martin placard, satisfies me that a transac- 
tion took place which amounted to priestly intimidation and undue 
But there is another consideration : am I prepared to say that this election 
ought, upon that ground, to be set aside ; and upon that I come to the cpnclu- 
siot in the negative. I say that I cannot, upon that ground alone, void the 
election. It is true that I cannot separate Mr. Grenlle-Nugent fiom the acts 
and declarations of Father Fitzgerald, because, from the subsequent «vcum- 
stances, I must consider him as one of Ins agents ; but it is at least doubtful 
whether he filled that character on the 5th. Though a person may he pilty of 
undue infiuence, yet still the election is not to be set aside because ^ ^ct 
of undue influence, unless it is one which was calculated to affect and did affect 

no doubt that this obiectionable language was used under 
stances of provocation and excitement, I believe a great_ deal, if 
greater part, of what Father Fitzgerald said upon that 

and addressed to the Fenians : but it was language capable of being ^isunder- 
stood, and probably was misunderstood, by his hearers. His own excitement 
appears from this ; he says that in his grief and excitement he 
that occasion, and I am not prepared to say that 1 ought, m ^ 

transaction of that kind, even if Father Fitzgerald ^\^^Zf nl DecLher 
el.aracter of being an agent of Mr. Greville-lSugent on 

that for a sinsrle act of that kind this election ought to be disturbed, i he 
conclusioVSt I arrive at is, that though Father ‘’f 

undue influence, there has not been undue influence m respect “f 'y'™ ^ 
ought to set aside this election, nor has his character of agent on the 5th of 
December been satisfactorih’ established. 

It remains now for me to proceed to the oases of alleged bribeiy. Ihe hist 
case of alleged bribery was by Mr. pomas Marwell, of giving a ^nnd to » 
person of the name of iMulvehan. Mulvelian says he gave that “ “ 
drink, and he did so spend it ; and his statement was that there ““ F 
distributed to non^lectors on that day, he went to Mr Maxell, and to jmd. 
“ Have I not the right to get money as well as any other, and he g 
pound, which he spent in drink. Mr. Maxwell gives a '®'y emphatic demid 
to that, and, according to his evidence, he soys he has no 
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transaction at all: but he gives what is a better and more complete answer to 
the case as a case of bribery. He said that he did not know anytbino- about 
Mulvehan, or his being a voter, until t!io bill of particulars had been luniished 
pursuant to Judge Lawson’s order, and Mulvehaii’s name was found in it as 
one of the parties bribed. Mr. Maxwell sent to him and asked, “ Were vou 
bribed ? " and he said, “ 1 was not bribed and li- sal ! that tliat was the first 
time he knew Miilvehan was even a voter. In order to make that act of givine 
him the pound, if he did give it him, an act of bribery, it should have b»en 
given to him knowing him to be a voter, and whit the obiect of inBuenc'inv 
his vole «t the election. Mr. Maxwell says, “ I did not give it him; and even if I 
did, 1 had no idea that he was a voter.” 1 shall have to' advert to that presently 
under the head of “ treating hot it fails altogether a- a case of bribery. 

Then comes the sum of 18s., relied upon as given liy Father Gailio-an to 
Patrick Armstrong to treat the youngsters ; and Armstrong’s own account is 
that be went and asked Father Galligan to give a treat to some youngsters 
and he distributed it upon boys and gossoons, and lie got the sum fo° that 
purpose, of 1 8 s., whioli he gave to the publican, whose name be does not give 
to treat these youngsters; they were really treated, and he himself got a 
small drop ; the 18. v, was not at all suitable to give refreshments to the. number 
that were claiming it, so that he himself got a s.nall drop only at the conclu- 
sion Well, I cannot deal with tliat as a case of briliery, and it comes under 
another head, that of treating. 

Then tliere were several items, amounting altogether to the sum of 10/. 
given after the election to voters lo supply themselves with refreshments ■ and 
m one instance the sum of 21. was given to several voters to suiiply themselves 
and others with refreshment, and they did expend a portion of it. Tliat was 
after the election, and in order to make this out bribery, it must have been not 
only given, but corruptly given, because the party had voted and as a reward 
tor voting, I hese electors did spend eventually the whole, of this in drink; 
but what they did was tins : they first drank a portion of it, and they then 
divided the remainder amongst themselves, taking 5 s. each, which they 
subsequently spent in drink. All these tilings given after the poll, must have 
been proved to have been comiptly given ; they come properly under the head 
ot beating but they fail in my mind to establish any case of bribery ; I shall 
deal with them presently upon the other ground. 

There IS no doubt that, especially at Gran.ai*d, there was a scene of confusion 
taking place ; electors were kept shut up, one of whom had come 34 miles by 
leason of the intimidation there practised ; they were kept in the court-house 
tiil a lye hour, when it was considered safe for them to return home, and one 
can judge llie necessity there was to provide some means of subsistence for 
oorWl.r f ® d“’«>mslanoes. Therefore, all 1 shall say at present, having 

m-t.iiice to amount to bribery. And it is to be observed in the case of all and 
eveiy one of these panics who got money toi- the purpose, that they considered 
it an indignity when it was imputed to them that it was given as a reward for 
tlnt'fhm°‘’ J'a that they never expected lo get 6 d., and 

Soenwir f dm indepeiideiitl, for Mr. Nugent without any hope or 
of Tol™ P * ’'‘."'“'■‘I’ "S d °ase which was relied upon, namely, that 

Sundw at Smith’s on one 

who were vm ^ ^he last five cases were the orders to publicans, 

wiio weie voters, which, m my judgment, in no instance amounted to bribery, 
tbos?whn if ‘‘““g election to be opening pubUo-houses atall ; 

Biem V I intention the vote may be 

taeanse the ' n® ‘ ‘>ie im|.utation that the house was opened 
fimHnfhe ervf ® in truth I believe .you wiU very seldom 

Th- r<h woe fV ^ m which the owner of a public-house is not a voter, 

mueh nrelff I Th'® P™™®® “f Payment for cars and horses. Now this was 
The 8n?h ™ “llngation of the Petition is of actual payment. 

recei?S^ paragraph of the Petition, “ That several voters of tile said county 
NuvJnt r “ Honourable Reginald Greville- 

forfhf */ a°*““rably as hire of a ear or conveyance, but in reality 

there f coming in to vote.” it is treated 

The first nh of promise, but as a case of actual bribery by payment. 

1 st observation that 1 have to make is, that the evidence entirely fails to 

e^ablish 
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establish any case of actual payment. Tlic case, therefore, as made in the 
Petition, entirely fails. But let us see how far the promises of payment would 
or could amount to bribery here. Now I cannot take in this case individual 
instances, and say such-and-such a transaction amounted to bribery ; I must 
look at the transaction as a whole ; and though I cannot defend bribery, by 
the fact of it having been forced upon Mr. Greville-Nugent by thi> illegal con- 
duct upon the other side, yet it is fair to look at it with a view to see what it 
•was that forced upon those repiesenting Mr. Greville-Nugent the step- that 
•were pursued. 1 have before me distinct evidence that in several instances 
there was not alone great difficulty in getting cars, but in several instances they 
could not be made available. In one case, 28 cars tiiat were sent to Granard 
were forced back, and not allowed to arrive at their destination. These were 
the cars that probably would have gone from Granard ; they were sent there 
the Sunday previous, with the intention of bringing in the out- voters; they 
were forced back; and we all remember that upon one of them were the pi.U 
books ; and on that night a messenger had to be smuggled out of Granard to 
proceed to Longford, arid in again, with new poll-bouks, for the purpose of 
conducting the election. We T.ave also evidence in other portions of the 
district that cai’S were provided at considerable cost, and sent for the purpose 
of conveying voters in the interest of Mr. Greville-Nugent. They were not 
allowed to be employed ; they were forced back, and such had been the excite- 
ment in Cavan, Westmeath, and elsewhere, that it was impossible, according 
to the evidence, to get cars from these districts. 

What was to be done? Some of these voters had to come from long dis- 
tances. I will mention, as a description, one case, in which a reverend gentle- 
man stated that one poor voter hiid, in going and returning from Granard, to 
walk 34 miles. It is impossible to expect voters generally to do that ; they 
will not come to the poll, and thev ought not to be expected to walk 17 miles 
to the poll and back again. If they are well-to-do men, what ought to be done 
and i ncouraged is, tha'I they should' coiv.e on their own conveyances. But wlien 
you are dealing with voters, some of whom have been described as holding 
three acres of land, and living from hand to mouth, having, very likely, in 
addition, to supplement their ways an I means, a horse and cart, you cannot 
reasonably expect that a voter will come in his own horse and cart, for it takes 
that away which is a legitimate source ol profit to him for tho day ; or that he 
will give a car for the conveyance of other voters without payment- 

It was suggested in l.ongford that caris and horses might be got from votep ; 
and though tlie law says you cannot give a voter the expense of bis iransmipion 
to the poll, you may provide the means for it; you may give a railway ticket 
or provide a'car, but if you give him 5 s. in order to be conveyed to the poll, 
and ill order that he may vote for you, that luay amount to bribery It was 
then suggested that though they could not gtt the cars of voters to convey 
themselves, they might devise tha't plan which, according to one of the priests, 
was devised in a somewhat jocose spirit, that a voter might lend his car for the 
conveyance of other voters, and be paid for it, so th it a supply of ears might 
be obtained from amongst the voters themselves. Undoubtedly, if I one ■ came 
to the conclusion that that proceeding had been allowed for the purpose of 
inducing voters to vote, and bribing them t>) vote, and as a reward to them 
for voting, 1 would cut unhesitatingly tiirough any mass ofsophistvy with which 
you might surround a transaction of that kind, get at the truth, and hold it to 
be bribery. But did such a thing take place It rests upon the evidence of 
two clergymen and two witnesses, to whom I will advert : one is Father SKeiley, 
who admits in a most candid manner that he heard this in Longford, and that 
he announced it amongst his parishioners, believing that it would be illegal to 
pay a voter for bis own conveyance, but that you might pay him for the con- 
veyance of others. W hat did Father Skelley say .' Though he did that, the onl; 
person of whom he knew anything of was a widow. Well a widow could not be 
a voter. She supplied a car, and was paid a pound for it That is the only 
case in his district. Tlien we deal with Father Patrick Fitzgerald, and it vests, 
not only upon his testimony, but upon the testimony of two others. He said 
that he made a similar announcement, and that it arose thus : when he 
marshalled the voters around him on the Sunday prior to the election, and 
advised them to go into their r<.5pective places to poll on the following day. 
Just as they were separating, somebody said to him, “ But what is to be done 
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with some old voters who cannot walk in,” and then he, rather in a jocose 
spirit, pointed out what course might be acied upon ; it was acted upon in one 
instance, and one only ; I think it was one of the Gorm'ej^-Art’s, or some of 
the witnesses said that he did lend his car for the conveyance of voters, and he 
never was paid for it, and never has got a shilling for it ; hut he was exceed- 
ingly indignant when it was suggested to him that this was a bribe to him for 
having voted at the tdectiun. There was another person who ient his car to 
his son that he might make a pound of it ; and he asked who was conveyed on 
the car, and his answer was, that he saw two women conveyed into the polling 
place, and he was not paid. Upon a careful examinaiion I have come to the con- 
clusion that the case made in the petition failed, that thei'e was no payment to 
any one for this, save to the widow in Father Skelly's parish. There was no 
payment in any other case, and no one was offered this as a reward for voiing, 
or inducement to vote at the election. It was a step of a very dangerous 
character; it bi-ought the parties to the very verge of the law, and it would 
have required very little, if payments bad been actually made, to come to the 
conclusion that they were made to influence the vote, and so to avoid the 
election upon the ground of bribery. 

That disposes of the allegations of bribery, and I now come to the case of 
treating. If there had been treating so systematic and so extensive as to lead 
to the inference that the constituency, as a whole, may hax'e been influenced 
and demoralised by it, then the election would probably be deemed void at 
common law, even although the candidate was not connected with it, by proof 
of agency. The evidence before me falls short of establishing such a case ; 
and I have now to consider whether treating, as defined by the 4th section of 
of the Act of 1854, has been established in proof, so as to effect the sitting 
Member, and avoid the election. The word “corruptly” governs the whole of 
the 4th section, and the treating, therefore, wliich is to avoid the election must 
be treating with a corrupt intention. But what is a corrupt intention ? I am 
quite prepared to adopt the definition of the term “ corruptly” given by Mr. 
Justice Willis in the case of Cooper and Slade, viz.: that it does not mean 
wickedly, or immorally, or disbones-tly, but something done with the intention 
of doing that which the Legislature plainly meant to foi'bid. If therefore, treat- 
ing takes place under such circumstances, as to lead fairly to the inference 
that it was intended thereby to influence the votes of voters, or to influence 
the election, no matter how that re.sult is to be effected, it would seem to me 
that the intention wa.s corrupt within the meaning of the 4th section. Let us 
now consider the raufters of fact upon which the allegation of coiTUpt treating 
rests. The entire sum transmitted either to the expense agent or to the Rev. 
Mr. Reynolds was 4,825^.; not a very immoderate sum as contrasted with 
some other county elections, if it represented the whole expenditure, and had 
been lawfully applied' The total expenditure of the expense agent’s account 
is 1,.541?., and deducting 1,541 1. from the 4,825 1., that leaves 3, 2841. to be 
accounted for. 'Ihe expense agent’s account ought, if it was a proper account, 
to contain the whole lawful expenditure of the edection. The present account 
includes no objectionable items. From the analysis of the particulars of it, it 
would apear that the conducting agent was paid 921. 6s. Id. There were 11 
sub-agents at 6 1. 6 s., amounting altogether to 69 1. 6 s. ; thus the whole sum. 
for agents was 161 1. The check and tally clerks were 44 1., and the car hire 
about 3501. One can understand why the charge for agency was so small, 
because one cannot for a moment doubt that the real agents in the case were 
the Roman Catholic priests of the several parishes, who were acting with all 
their force for Mr. Greville-Nugent. But I must say that is not a real account, 
nor a bo7id fide compliance with the Act of Parliament. The agent for the pay- 
ment of the election expenses was, in this instance, a name merely. The 
young gentleman who was named did not really act. He took his directions 
from the conducting agent of the candidate. No accounts were really furnished 
to him. His own published account was a document carefully prepared by 
Mr. Christopher Reynolds, the conducting agent, so as to be an apparent, 
though not a real compliance with the law. In fact the account of the expense 
agent might be denominated in this case to be entirely a mockery. 

We have now to turn to another document of great importance; Father 
Reynolds’ account of the expenditure of 3,037 1. Father Reynolds was the 
real paymaster, and he has given his evidence very fully, and with the greatest 
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candour and frankness. The expenditure commenced on the “th of December, 
and from that to the 30th bis expenditure appears to have been. 1,937/- 2s. lOd. ; 
and on the 1st of January about 900/., in anticipation of the polling on the 3rd. 
Now I must call attention to the items of that account, or some of them. One 
of the first items that struck me was this, on the 10th ; it shows how the 
popular voice is obtained. On the iOth of December I find ” oelf, for silver 
for the mob, 60 /. ; ” that was the day on which the county meeting was held. 
There are a great many items from time to time ; “ Rev. Patrick Murray, Edge- 
worthstown, expenses of several meetings, 50/.;’’ “Mr. Thomas Maxwell, 
expenses of several meetings at Ballymahon, and money paid clergymen by my 
order, 16//. Is. 6 c/. “Rev. Patrick Murray, Edgeworthstown, expenses of 
meetings, 80/.;” “Rev. J. Skelley for non-electors, 20/.” I need not go 
through the items in detail, but on the 1st of January “ Mr. Thomas Maxw’ell 
to meet the calls of clergymen on the day of polling, See., SOO/. “Rev. 
Patrick M‘Gaver, on the day of polling at Granard, 100/.,” and a variety of 
items of that character. He had drawn cheques in his own favour. Then 
there is “ Paid to Bagiev and Thompson, of Killoe, for supporting the crowd 
attending meeting, 40/.” “Paid in silver to crowd, in items from 6 c/. to 
3 5., 25 Then goes on a long category for the support of voters. One 
contains one curious item, “ Raid Mr. Thomas Quinn for refreshmeur, 
ordered for some of Lord Greville’s tenants attending meeting, as far as I 
can make out, 20 Such are the items contained in this account, amount- 
ing to the large sum of 3,037 /. The expenditure of Father Reynolds was 
at the rate of 115/. a day for the time covered. But that does not include 
the whole. We have in evidence about 400 1. of unpaid bills, and we know 
not the amount of claims not yet bi’ought forward. Then, what w’as tliis 
expenditure for r A considerable part of the actual payment was in sums 
varying from 2 s. 6 d. to 5 5. to crowds of non-electors for supposed services on 
days of meetings at Ballymahon, Granard, Edgeworthstown, Longford, and 
elsewhere, and on the days of nomination and polling. A further sum, and it 
is a peculiar feature in tliis case, consisted of subsidies, to keep Fenian marau^ 
del’s from iuvadiug the county for them to stay at home. Now, that gives a 
character to the whole of these proceedings. 1 think it is a novelty that has 
taken 2ilace at no election, that of subsidising raiders to stay at home, and it is 
certainly a portion of the expenditure of Father Reynolds which cannot be 
called treating. 

But the whole of the large residue was applied in treating ; and how was 
that treating carried into effect ? The picture drawn for us by the witnesses 
is extremely painful, and I cannot help saying that both Father Reynolds him- 
self, and a large body of the priesthood of this county, with the exception of my 
respected friend Father Edward IM'Gaver, seem to have entirely forgotten their 
true character when they accepted the position and adopted the course whicli 
has been described. I think a priest becoming a mere election agent, and an 
election agent for the purpose of distributing considerable sums of money to be 
expended in procuring drink, adopts a course highly objectionable ; derogatory 
to his priest’s character, and destructive of his just influence. Now, I recollect 
one scene that has been depicted in the evidence of Crosby and one or two 
others, the drinking in the field, at which some cler^'man was present. There 
were jars of drink in the field, which a very intelligent and peculiar witness, 
Michael Gormley-Art, deposed he shared in, and got very little of it, because 
there was such a crowd struggling for it that the drink was taken out by’ tins 
and jugs, and there were the people in the open field drinking this, and all this 
provided for them on the order of a clergyman. 

Now I must say that I do not think Mr. Exham’s observations, on tliis part 
of the case, were without foundation. It has been my repeated duty in ad- 
dresses from the Bench, to have pointed out that almost all the crime in this 
country, and certainly all the crime attended with violence, has its origin in 
drink. Now here is a sy'stem by which at every public meeting that took 
place, large sums were distributed for the purpose of obtaining drink, and all 
that going through the hands of the clergj’uian. Some of the reverend gentle- 
men seem to have taken precautions by giving advice that only one or two 
glasses of whisky should be given ; others that the publican should see that the 

178, d parties 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




[ ] 



parties did not get enough to make them drank. But when they once get 
whisky in this way for nothing, when once they begin drinking these men are 
sure to expend all their means, for the getting of drink begets a desire for 
more, and I cannot for a moment hesitate in saying that this scene that was 
enacted through the county must, in its consequences, have led to great in- 
sobriety. I should take it in any case that it is not the position of a Catholic 
priest to be an agent at an ekction ; but of all people, if he does act at an 
election to promote the success of any particular candidate, he ought to follow 
the example of the Rev. Father Edward M^Gaver, who said, “ No, I did not 
touch a penny. I had nothing to do with it.” That ought to have been the 
course pursued by the clergy here. If treating was to take place, if money 
was to be distributed, it to We been by other hands than theirs. I have be- 
fore me the account produced by Michael Houricau. This is the man whose 
wife burnt the orders rather than that they should be produced. “ Mark 
Smith, 5 1. worth.” Of what ? Of whisky, to do what he liked with. Surely 
the precautions that were taken that there should be no drunkenness, and that 
non-electors alone should get it, were all idle, when parties got orders upon 
public-houses, and when they were allowed to have it part in money and part in 
drink, which they might take home and regale their friends with it, as appears 
to have been done here. This account of this man is for items of this kind. 
To one, two gallons ; to another, five gallons ; to anothsi', 2 i gallons ; to 
another, 3 1. worth ■, to another, 3/. worth ; and the items are all carried out 
in that way, amounting altogether to the sum of 63 1. 

Now, all the parties concerned knew that treating, for the purposes of the 
election, was prohibited by the Legislature ; but they fell i nto the mistake of 
supposing that treating, to be illegal, must be the treating of voters. The 
treating of non-electors may be illegal and corrupt, just as much as the treat- 
ing of voters. Who were the parties who were treated ? the sons, the brothers, 
and the families of the electors, and in many instances the electors themselves. 
Notwithstanding all precautions— and the precautions could not be otherwise 
than fruitless — the voters themselves were, in many instances, the parties treated, 
and the drink supplied made its way to tlieir houses ; and they were, in some 
instances, the reci|)ients of the money actually paid out to be exj)ended in 
drink. Without the tedium of going through the evidence, I may mention 
some voters by name, who partook of the treating, or got the drink to bring 
home. We recollect the scene in M‘Glade’s house. Michael Gormley-Art, 
John Gormley-Art, and James, got a share of it. I mention the names 
of Michael Gormley-Art, James Gormley, James Kelley, James Hawkins, 
and James Mulvihal, all of whom partook of this ; and 1 could repeat many 
others, by going through the evidence. Lawrence O’Brien got 2?. to divide 
among seven voters, for drink. This was after the voting; and it was he that 
adopted this course. He spent 4 s. 8 rf. in drink, and gave 4 d. to the maid who 
attended them, and the remaining 35 s. was dispensed among the seven elec- 
tors, getting 5 s. each, which they spent in drink. A person of the name of 
Plunkett got 3 1. for a similar purpose ; a portion of that was drunk, and that 
was a case in which one of the seven proposed that the sum of 1 L, which they 
did not want to spend in drink, should be given in charity to a person of the 
name of Crowley ; and it was so given ; and the remainder was divided 
amongst the electors, to get drink for themselves, or was drank upon some 
other occasion. Orders were given, and one of the publicans to whom the 
orders were brought, when he was asked who got them, says, with perfect truth, 
“ Anybody might have had the drink, without any distinction.” It could not be 
otherwise, when orders were given, and drink was distributed ; in this way it 
is impossible to confine it to non-electors; it was a project that could not be 
carried out ; and one cannot fail to see that there was a general system of 
treating of non-electors, which was necessarily extended to the electors and 
their families. 

Now, 1 wish to refer to the judgment of Mr. Justice Willes, in the Bewdley 
case ; he ^ dealing with particular cases of treating, and he says, and says 
truly, You cannot deal with each particular case, and say whether, in this 
particular instance, this was corrupt treating or that was corrupt treating ; the 
inquiry must be as to the extent and amount of such cases as they arise ; and 
he adds, “The evidence here applies to a large number of public-houses, very 
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nearly 20, I think; I think 19 or 20; which at many times during the election 
were habitually opened ; and whoerer went in there to get drink, got drink. 
When we find that done it would be a perfect mockery if one was to say that he 
doubted it was done with a corrupt intention, with an intention that it might 
produce the mischief which the Legislature intended to forbid, under the name 
of treating, and that it %vas, consequently, corrupt treating. In that statement 
of Mr. Justice Willes I entirely concur. Now, 1 am bound therefore, in like 
manner, to regard this casi.' as a whole ; not to criticise each particular instance 
of treating, but to consider the wlmle course pursued from the / th of December, 
up to and including the day of the election. 

Upon a careful consideration of the whole case, as relates to the imputation 
of corrupt treating, and looking at it with common sense, the general result of 
my view is, that there was, at the last election for this county, general systematic 
ti’eating of the non-electors, consisting largely of the families of the electors; and 
that, notwithstanding some wholly insufficient precautions, the voters, to a sub- 
stantial extent, participated in that ti-eatiug. Although there was much to pal- 
liate the course pursued, yet I am coerced to come to the conclusion that the 
treating was corrupt, within the meaning of the statute ; that is to say, that it 
was carried out systematical!)', with the riew and intent of keeping up popular 
excitement, influencing public and individual opinion, promoting the popularity 
of the canthdate, and generally to procure his election. 

Such being the conclusion I have arrived at after a careful and most anxious 
consideration, and notwithstanding a willingness, from the special circumstances 
of the case, to reach a different result, I shall be obliged to report to the House 
of Commons, that although the sitting Member is personally free from any 
corrupt practices, yet that he has by his agents been guilty of corrupt treating, 
and that the last election for this county a void election. 

Although perhaps a judge should be devoid of feeling and sympathy, yet I 
am not unwilling to confess that I would have struggled against arriving at this 
conclusion if practicable, for I have been unable to divest my mind of the feeling 
that if undisturbed by rowdies from otlier places, the people of this county 
would probably have carried on their election peaceably and legally to a result 
similar to that which was reached, iiameiy, the election of Mr. Reginald Greville- 
Nugent. That the illegality which affects the late election was muterially 
brought about by the lawless course of the party represented by the Petitiouers, 
and that I am now forcing on this county the grave difficulties and dangers of 
a new election. 

I shall report, therefore, to the House of Commons that there was no bribery ; 
that there was no undue influence or intimidation affecting this election ; that 
Mr. Reginald Greville-Nugent was not personally guilty of any corrupt practice 
whatsoever. I shall be also obliged to report that there was such corrupt 
treating as invalidated the election, and malies it a void election. And I shall 
be obliged further, in the course of a painful duty which I have to perform, to 
report a number of pei'sons in this county, for whom I would wish to entertain 
the highest respect, as the agents by whom that corrupt treating has been car- 
ried out ; that list will contain, I am sorry to say, the names of the Rev. Mr. 
Reynolds, the Rev. Patrick Fitzgerald, the Rev. Mr. Skelly, and a uuniber of 
other clergymen of this county, and I am sorry to be obliged to include in that 
also, for his name’s sake, the name of the Rev. Patrick M‘Gaver. I shall care- 
fully consider the ease as to each name, before including it in the Schedule, but 
I must include in it the name of Mr. Thomas Maxwell, of Ballymahou. Accord- 
ing to my view, most of the witnesses who were examined, gave their evidence 
with great openness and with candour ; and it will be my duty, eutertaiuing 
that view, to give them certificates of indemnity if they seek such certificates ; 
and if Mr. Reynolds would furnish within a day or two to my registrai’ the 
names of the witnesses who were examined, and who seek certificates, I will 
carefully consider the case of each of them. 

I have now done with the late election for the county of Longford, and I only 
wish I could in any way be the means of restoring to this county that peace 
which has existed in it for 20 years prior to the last election. And now as to 
the question of the costs of the Petition. Generally speaking, m}' view is, and 
it is the view of most of the judges, that in inquiries of this kind, costs follow 
the result, but in this case I do not propose to take that course. I have looked 
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at the Petitiou, supplemented by aii extensive Ijill of particulars, and in many 
of its allegations it is proved to be unfounded. As to bribery, it is unfounded. 
A case was made in the Petition, and in the particulars against the candidate 
and all his principal supporters, of personal bribery. As to mob intimidation, 
it is unfounded i and 1 cannot shut my eyes to this, that the corrupt treating, 
in respect of which I have been coerced to unseat the Member, and declare the 
election void, has been materially the result of the illegal course pursued by 
the Martin committee. 

Upon these gx’ounds I depart from the ordinary rule ; I refuse the costs of 
the Petition, and declare that the parties shall abide their own costs. 
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James Brierly ..... 41 
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James Kelly ..... 117 
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Michael Hourican ..... 120 
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Taken before the Right Honourable Mr. Justice Filsjerald, on the Trial of the 
Election Petition for the County of Longford, at the Court House, Lonqfo>'d. 



Monday, '2Sth March 1870. 



BnooEuxCK and Others . - . . _ Petitioners. 

CtReville-Nugent Respondent. 



Mr. Butt, Q.C., Mr. Exhaiu, Q.c., and Mr. Mnnroe appeared as Counsel for the Petitioners. Mr. 
Hanli/ appeared as Agent. 

Mr. Seqeant Annxtron^ and Mr. McLuughUn ajipeared as Counsel for the Respondeat. Mr. 
Rri/nolds appeared as Agent. 

Mr. Bufi stated that, before he opened tlie case on behalf of the Petitioners, he ivould take a 
lircliminary objection to the validity of the election. By the Act of tlie 1 Geo. 4, c. II, s. 5, it 
was provided, “That iuuuediately after the receipt of the writ for making an election for any 
county in Ireland, the sheriff of such county shall endorse thereon the date of receiring the same, 
and that sivch sheriff shall, within two days after the receipt of such writ, cause proclamation of the 
time and place of holding such election to be made at the place where lie ensuing election ought, 
by law, to be holden, between the hours of ten o'clock of the forenoon aud two o’clock of the 
afternoon; and that the same sheriff, on the same day, shall cause to be affixed on the doors of the 
county court-house public notice, signed by himseltj of a special county court to be there 
holden for the purposes of such election only, aud which shall be given on some days — Sunday, 
Christmas Day, and Good Friday excepted — uot later from the day ot' making such |)roclaination, 
aud affixing such notice on the 16th day, and not sooner than the lOth." Then, by Ik 26 Viet, 
c. 92, 3 - 1, it is provided, “ That, after the passing of this Act, .a special county court for the election 
of Member or Members to serve in Pariiameut, for any county in Ireland, shall be holden on any 
day — Sunday, Good Friday, aud Christmas day excepted — uot later from the day of making such 
proclamation than the twelfth clay, nor sooner than the sixth day.” Aud then, by 61 & 32 Viet, 
c. 1 12, 3 . 38, “ the last Act is amended, and by that appointment the proclamation is to be not sooner 
than the fourth clay.” In this case the writ was received by the sheriff on Friday the 24tli of De- 
cember, aud the proclamation w’as not made, nor the notice posted, until Monday the 27th, and then 
for Friday the 31st. He contended that the election was vitiated, inasmuch as the proclamation 
was not made, and the notice given, mthin two days after the receipt of the writ ; that Monday 
was too late. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald stated that his opinion was at present adverse to Mr. Butt's, but that he 
^^•oulcl, if necessary, call upon Mr. Serjeant Armstrong to answer it. 



Mr. John Maxwell, sworn; Examined by Mr. FirAajw. 



1. Were you the expense agent at the last 
election for the Honourable Mr. Nugent? — Up 
to the nomination I was. I proposed Mr. 
Greville, then I ceased to be the expense agent. 

2. Did you, up to the time that you ceased to be 
the expense agent, receive any moneys yourself 

178. 



on Mr. Greville’s account ? — There was money 
lodged in the bank to my credit. 

3. What bank ? — The Ulster Bank. 

4. By whom was it lodged ? — 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong objected to the 
ciuttstion. 

A 5. Mr. 



28 March 
i87o. 



Mr. 

/. MaiKetl, 
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Mr. 

J MaiweU. 

28 March 
1870. 



5. Mr, Exhivti.l the in.mey lodged to 

your account and I expemled S 'Oh of it. 

6. Who lodged tl;at money v.'lueh you ex- 
pended ? — 

7. Mr. Sergeant .dewsi'/orfr/.J ere you pre- 
sent when it W.-IS Wlged !■' — No. 

Mr. Serjeant Arm-ftnnu/ ohjeoted to the 

question. 

8. Mr. ExhaiuA Did you hear from anybody 
that it was lodged: did you !i'.rav from Mr. 
Nugent? — 1 did not. 

9. ‘Who api)ointcd you expense agent? — Ido 
not know ; I suppose they had confidence in me; 

1 was told that i ‘was expense agent. 

10. By whom ? — Tlie sohcitor. 

11. Mr. Eeynokls ? — Ye-s. 

t2. lYas lie acting as ay;ent for Mr. Nugent? 
—Yes. 

13. Did he tell you that there tvas money 
lodged to your credit, or to be lodgei.1 ? — I got a 
note from the Ulster Bank at Mullingar, saying 
that there was money h.idged to my credit in the 
Ulster Bank, an order for l.WO/., and I spent 
300/. of it. 

14. On what day did you receive the commu- 
nication that the money was lodged to your 
ci-edit? — I cannot tell; immediately hefore the 
election. 

15. How long hefore the election? — I do not 
know ; perhaps a week ; perhaps it might he a 
week, more or less; I took ro particular note 
of it. 

16. Mr. Justice /’ifrt/tToW.] By the election 
you mean the nomination? — Yes. 

17. Mr. Have yott kept any account- 

book with regard to the moneys you paid for the 
purjioses of flie election ? — I have the block of 
tlie bank-book. 

18. Have you kept any account? — No; 1 can 
tell you I gave one cheque for 100/. to Mr. 
Eeyiiolds. 

19. Did you keep any account of it? — No, I 
did not, except to the l>ank. 

20. Mr. Justice Fitzycrald.'\ You paid away 
30t)/. by cheques on the bank?— Yes; four 50/. 
and one 100/. 

21. Mr. lLxhu'm.'\ You gave the 100/. to Mr. 
Reynolds ? — Yes. 

22. When did you give it? — I cannot tell the 
date : the cheque will tell you. 

23. Have you the block of your cheque-book ? 
— I have not it with me. 

24. We subpoenaed you for it? — You will have 
it in a minute if you wish. 

25. I will be glad to get it from you. Did 
Mr. Reynolds state the purpose for which he 
wanted the 100/.? — He did. 

26. For what ? — For the solicitors, and the 
ordinaiw expenses of the election. 

27. I want to know what he said to you? — I 
do not know ; he will tell you that himself. 

28. I would rather hear it from you? — He 
asked for a cheque for 100/., and I gave it him 
to eng^e a solicitor. 

29. Did he tell you that he wanted it to en- 
gage a solicitor ? — Yes. 

30. To whom did you give the other 200 /. ? — 
I gave the four cheques of 50 1. to the Rev. Mr. 
Reynolds. 

31. How long before the election did you give 
him the first ? — I do not know ; I have no 
record. 

.’12. What interval of time was there between 



the first and tlie last? — I do not know; they 
were all given togctlier. 

33. Four at the .^atne time I — Yes, the very 
■‘ame day and inoinent, and upon the same date. 

34. Were tliey in hi.s own name? — They 
were. 

35. Did lie come to you for them ? — I think so. 

36. Is that your recollection? — It is. 

37. At your place of ljusiness?--Yes. 

38. II<rw came lie to iie acting for Mr. Grcville- 
N’ngent? — What do yon mean? 

3y. Acting for liini ? — We were all acting for 
iiim most biisilv. 

39”. Whs lie acting very busily for him? — I 
am sure he was. 

4b. To your knowledge? — I am sure he was; 
and quite right. 

40*. Was there any commitee for the election 
of Mr. Grcville-Nugent, or were you all a com- 
mittee? — I tliink we were; I know that I took 
the clmir here to meet him and his suppoi'ters. 

41. And Mr. Reynolds was acting on tlie com- 
mittee? — I dare say he was. 

41*. Do you know? — I do. 

42. Wlio w’cve the other gentlemen acting 
upon the committee ? — They were every man of 
position in Longford. 

Mr, Serjeant AnHS/roKy.] Are ive to take 
it down as a committee or a meeting? 

Mr J usticc Fitzyerald.l What he stated 
is, lliat every I’espectable man in Longford 
was on the c<immittee. 

42*. "iilv. £xhinu.'\ Did you not state that ?— I 
did state it. 

43. Were you constantly in the habitof meet- 
ing Mr. Reynolds on the business of the election? 
— ^es, occasionally ; unfortunately it was a very 
long election ; it was over a month. 

43*. Where was the place of meeting? — I do 
not know that tliere was any immediate meeting, 
except casually. 

44. Wliere did you meet ; it used not to be m 
the streets, did it?— It might be oftentimes at 
my liouse ; other times in the college. 

44*. We must take it step by step; was the 
Rev. Mr. Reynolds often at your house about 
the election, and making arrangements for it ? 
Yes. 

45. Who else was present at the meetings ; who 
was the most frequent attendant with Mr. Rey- 
nolds and yourself? — I cannot particularise any- 
body. 

45*. Somebody you can tell? — Somebodj" else 
will tell you ; really I cannot. 

46. There is no necessity for having too many 
witnes.ses; you will give us your recollection 
about it; how many used to meet at your house, 
generally ? — I do not know ; I forget. 

47. Ten? — No, nor half 10. 

48. Five; who were the others; cannot you 
give the names of some of them; j\Ir. Reyi^lds 
was generally there ? — Yes ; and gentlemen from 
the neigbhouring towns. 

49. Were there any of the Roman Catholic 
clergy? — Yes. 

50. Tell me the names of them? — I do not 
exactly know ; the Rev. Mr. O’Reilly might be 
there. 

51. Was he? — Yes; it might be more by acci- 
dent than anything else ; I do not know tliat they 
were ever summoned specially. 

52. I do not sav that they were ; but were 

■' +Kpv 
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they prcaeiit at the meetings at your lionsc v.-i.en 
the iUTiingements of the election were discjir-scil? 
— 1 think the pruici^jal jmvt of the election waa 
done in this court-hoiisej h«caua«; ilr. Grevilie- 
Nugent was adopted here at a genera! meeting. 

o3. I talk of after Jlr. Grevilie was atlnptc-tl at 
a general meeting, and you say that a committee 
for arranging the election used to meet at your 
house and the college ; besides yourself and ilr. 
Eeynohls, who was in tiie habit of meeting at 
your house to regulate the affairs of the election? 
— I think my brother from Ballymahon was over, 
and gentlemen from the neigJibouring towns. 

54. 1 asked you the names of the Roman Ca- 
tholic clerg)- ? — I cannot recollect the names ; 
the priests of the surrounding locality were there. 

53. Do you know tlie Rev. Mr. I^itzgeriild / — 
Yes. 

56. Did he atteud — No, helived too faraway: 
he might he at my house casually. 

57. How many meetings had you between the 
day hir. Reynolds was adopted at a jiubiic meet- 
ing and the day of the election at your house ? — 
Very few. 

58. How often were there meetiug.^ at tlie 
college ? — Eveiy day. 

59. "Were there one, or tlnee or four; — 'I'he 
meetings were very casual; they were not suin- 
moued. 

60. How long did the meetings last ; about how 
long '{ — They might last while ive were taking a 
glass of punch. 

61. V as it in the evening that these meetings 
were held ? — Sometimes. 

62. About how long used you to be discussing 
and making the arrangements? — Tliere ivas so 
little to b :■ done, it would not take a long time ; 
Mr. Grevilie was adopted, and we were deter- 
mined to carry him through tlie election ; and 
there were very little arrangements to be made. 

63. "Was it arranged at these luectina's as to 
the plans for the polling places at the different 
jilaces in the county ? — That was generally the 
part of the business to be sure. 

64. Was that discussed ? — I have been engaged 
in elections for the last 25 years, and that was 
always the habit. 

65. Do you recollect that being done at this 
election ? — Certainly. 

66. Was it aii'anged at these meetings that the 
Roman Cntliolic clergy in the different districts 
should arrange and loc>k after the polling in the 
different districts ? — That has generally l>een 
done. 

67. Was it done this time?- — Yes. 

68. Did you receive at these meeting'B any re- 
ports from these gentlemen in the country, of 
out-voting places ? — No. 

69. No return, or anything? — No; I have no 
knowledge of them. 

70. You never lieard it stated that information 
came in us to how they were getting c>n in the 
country ? — I heard general statements. 

71. Coming from them ? — Yes. 

72. Did you ever see Mr. Fitzgerald at any of 
those meetings f — There are a great many Air. 
Fitzgeralds. 

73. i mean the gentleman from Cloucnllen? — 
I do not know that ; I never saw him at any 
meeting in Grauard ; I was not over at the meet- 
ing there ; and he attended at a meeting in the 
court-house to adopt Mr. Grevilie. 

74. Were you at any meeting at the college 
here? — No. 

178. 



, ' Reynolds that Mr. Mi-. 

GreyiiL'-Niigont had been adopted at the meet- J.hiaxteeU. 

ing heiVii'e thv public oi.e ?— Mr. Greville-Nugent 

had i,i;cn adnpred here ; it was suifgested that he 2 d March 
should be the Member. l37o. 

76. Did you hear wbo tlie suggc.sti'>u came 
from ; were you informed bv Mr. R'evuolds who 
suggested that he should be the candidate?— I 
might have heard it from somebody; I do not 
know tliat Air. Reynolds inf'uviued me. 

77. Did you hear it from Air. Reynolds; — It 
is not imijn-sible that he may have told me. 

7o. About how soon before the election did 
vou give the 200/. to Air. Reynolds ?— I think 
immediately before the election; lean get the 
book of it. ' ” 

79. Did not we give you a siibpit^na 'luces 
fectm to produce it ?— Yes; but you called mo 
as the first witness : I did not think that I w.iuUI 
be examined for weeks to come. 

SO. Did Air. Reynolda tell you wliat the sums 
oi .'o/ were tor? — I rliiuk they were for eon- 
veyiiig electors. 

81. that your recollection of it? — That is 
my recollection. 

Air. Serjeant Arnistrong]. These are the 
cheques [^hmdiup soiut phetjucs to Mr. Ex- 
ham’’. 

82. Air. £.i7(aw (to the fritnci-su] This one of 
the 27th is the first, •• T- Mr. Christopher 
Reynolds," that is for lUO/. ?— Yes. 

83. These are the four .30 /. ; these other four 
are dated the 28th of Deooniber, in favour of the 
Rev. Thomas ReynokN fur .30/. each, and they 
are marked paid on the bank the same day. 

{The chequps >cere hat'ded in to the Registvar. ) 

64. The moment th.nr the Rev. Air. Reynolds 
asked you for it you save him the ra'onev? — 

Yes. • • “ 

85. You knew that he was acting for Air. 

Nugent ? — Yes, 1 felt perfectly justified in 
gi^•iug it to liini. 

86. Yon knew he was one of the authorised 
persons to get Air. Nugent's money ? — I kueiv 
that he would not ask for it unless he had some 
authority for it. I was quite safe in giving it 
him, because if it was not all riglit I should get 
it back. 

87. AVhea «as it arranged that you were to 
ce.ase to be exjjense agent? — When I proposed 
Air. Grevilie. 

88. AVho was the expense agent after that'? — 

Aly sou. 

89. What did you do with the remaining 
700 /. ? — I transferred it to the credit of my sou ; 

700/. less price of the 'nook. 

90. Wliat day was that ; on the day of the 
nomination ? — The Friday. I issued no cheijue 
after I proposed him. 

91. AVhen you were told that yon were to be 
the expense agent, was it arranged that money 
was to be placed at your credit ? — AV ell, I sup- 

E ose it was no use being expense agent unless I 
ad money to expend. 

92. Were you told that ? — I was told iiy some- 
body. 

93. AVhom by? — AIi-. Reynolds. 

94. Did he tell you what sum would be placed 
to your credit ? — I do not know, but I got a note 
from the bank at Altdlingor. I never had any 
note from the Grevilles with regard to it at 
all. 

A 2 Ci'ose- 
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Cross-examined by Mr. Seijeant Jrmsiron^. 



J. JUoiCKill. 

28 March 
1870. 



95. Were you at a meeting before that ? — I 
a?n not sure. 

96. I only want to get such infonnation as it is 
in your power to give ? — It is very likely that I 
was. 

97. If you do not recoDect, say so ? — I cannot 
recollect. 

98. Were you at the meeting on the 10th of 
December ? — I took the chair. 

99. Where was that? — In this court. 



Mr. .£«//.] It is light to say that we call 
Mr. Maxwell merely as the expense agent. 
In another part of the case, as to tire treating, 
we may examine him again. 

100. Mr. Serjeant jir?7istmig.'\ There was a 
public meeting held in this court-Jiouse, at wliich 
you took the chair on the 10th of December? — 
Yes. 

101. Was that meeting largely .attended? — 
Very largely. 

102. Were they all priests that attended atthat 
meeting? — Jlo, every town in the county was 
respectably represented. 

103. By laymen? — Yes. 

104. You were not, I presume, a priest? — No. 

105. We beard that there was nobody but 
priests at that meeting? — That is not right. 

106. I suppose that you are a resident in 
Longford ? — Yes. 

107. And you have a general acquaintance 
with the neighbourhood and the county ? — Yes. 

108. Were there a large number of Mr. 
Greville’s adherents and supporters at the meet- 
ing in this court-house ? — Yes. 

109. Are you able to say whether the farming 
and substantial resident people known here, and 
not runagates from oilier places, were fully re- 
preeentecl? — No doubt of it; the hone and sinew 
of the county were in his favour. 

110. Was it largely attended by people of no 
business in the county whatever? — Not by any 
means. 

111. On the contrai-y ? — Yes. 

112. You gave the 100 2. to Mr, Reynolds, the 
attorney, for law expenses ?— Yes, I tfhnk so. 

113. Did you ever hear of an election being 
conducted in this county without paying attor- 
neys ? — No, they will not work for uotliing. 

114. There isnothing illegal in it? — No. 

115. You have not committed yourself in any 
way? — No. 

lie. Then you gave Rather Reynolds 200 Z.? 
— Y'es. 

117. Were you ever at any meeting when the 
committee, properly so called, was constituted, 
when there was any arrangement come to that 
A., B., C., and so forth, should constitute the com- 
mittee? — They were more casual meetings than 
anything else. 

118. Were you ever at any meeting when a 
committee was nominated ; you know what I 



mean; a number of gentlemen designated to act 
as a committee in a formal ivay t — No ; there 
were persons appointed in each toivn to look after 
the voters. 

119. At any of the meetings were the resolu- 
tions committed to writing at all ? — I think not. 

120. They ivere just proposed and .spoken to • 
did they ajipear in the public newspapers as far 
as you recollect?— The resolutions here did. 

121. Did you attend any other meeting until 
the 3rd of January? — Is tJiat the day of nomina- 
tion ? 

122. Yes?— No, I think not, except as I told 
Mr. Exham, casually. 

123. Where were you on the votin" day 

what port of the county ? — I was here. ’ 

124. In Longford? — Yes; this is my place to 
vote. 

Mr. Serjeant Armtronff.'] My learned 
friend Iiaving suggested that he might re- 
quire this gentleman further in direct exami- 
nation, I would mention tliat I might require 
to further cross-examine him. 



Re-examined by Mr. jFj 2tam. 

125. As to persons being appointed at each 
town to look after the voters, were some of them 
appointed at your house? — No, somewhere else. 

126. "Where else ? — I do not know. 

127. Where were they? — I know every re- 
spectable man in Ballymalion and otlier towns 
took a very active jiart. 

128. The learned Serjeant asked you whether 
there was a committee regularly moved and 
seconded ? — No, there was not. 

129. Tliere were persons appointed in each 
town to look after the voters ? — It was so. 

130. That is how Mr. Reynolds and these 
other gentlemen who used to meet talked over 
who would be suitable persons in each town to 
look aifer the voters ? — Deputations came from 
each town, and the tiling was talked of. 

131. And they were received by you and Mr. 
Reynolds? — Yes. 

132. And the arrangements then made ? — Yes. 

133. That is the way these things are always 
done at an election? — Yes. 

134. Mr. Justice Fitir/erald.'] I understand 
that you have been acquainted with the working 
of former elections in this county ? — Yes. 

135. And you took an active part? — Yes, I 
proposed Lord Greville myself. 

136. The pi-esent peer ? — Yes. 

137. You took an active pai't? — Yes. 

138. Did you take any part upon this occasion 
that you did not upon other occasions ? — No, ex- 
cept proposing the candidate. 

139. As far as you are concerned, the canvas- 
sing and the getting up of the Greville support 
was organised in the usual way ? — Certainly. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. James B. Maxwell, sworn; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



Mr. ,7. B. 

Mainvell. 



140. You were appointed expense agent after 
your father retired ? — Yes. 

141. Do you recollect exactly the date at 
which you were appointed expense agent? — I 
think it was the day of the nommation. 

142. I suppose It was by your directions that 



that expenses return to the sheriff was made ? — I 
signed that return. 

143. I see that the entry of 161 1. 12 s. 1 d. 
was for paying agents; did you pay those sums 
by cheques on the bank? — Yes, f paid them by 
cheques on the Ulster Bank. 

144. Have 
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144. Have you the block of cheques that you 
■rave to different persons ? — I have not got them 
Tiere ; I can get them. 

145. Did you know who oqjpoiuted the .agents 
when you paid these sums of money ? — No. 

146. Hr. Seijeant Wereyoupre- 

sent when the agents were appointed? — No. 

147. Mr. Monroe."] Upon what representation 
was it that you paid some men a sum of money ; 
did you have any knowledge of these pers<ms to 
whom you paid the money being agents ? — Tliere 
is a list of agents there. 

148. Who gave you the list fi-om wliioh you 
were informed who the agents were? — I received 
the list from Mr. Christopher Reynolds, the 
solicitor. 

149. Have you got the list of agents that Mr. 
ChrUtopiier Reynolds gave you? — Yes. 

150. This is tlie list of agents handed to you 
by Mr. Christopher Reynolds : Austin Greene, 
agent, Bailymahon; William Kelly, agent, Bally- 
mahon : .] ames Brien, agent, Ballymalion ; John 
Wilson, Esq., jim., agent, Bailymahon; Thomas 
Kerman, agent, Granard ; Hugh P. Kennedy, 
Granard ; John Armstrong, agent, Granard; 
Hugh McDermott, agent; Jolin Preston, agent, 
Longfowl ; Charles Kenning, agent, Longford ; 
Robert O'Brien, agent, Longford; .TchnWilson, 
agent ; ('livistopher Reynolds, conducting agent; 
Mr. Reilly. I see there is the sum of 54W. lOa. 
paid hotel keepers; who gave you the list of 
persons who were hotel keepers to whom you 
were to pay money ? — It is in that list. 

151. Who gave you the li.st? — I received it 
the same time that I received the list of agents ; 
they are all fastened together tlierc. 

152. Did you receive the list of hotel keepers 
to whom you were to pay these sums from Mr. 
Chiistopher Reynolds, the conducting agent? — 
Yes. 

153. And to those, and those alone, you paid 
these sums of money? — To the persons named 
tliere. 

154. You have also an entry of 344?. 3s. 6rf. 
for amounts per car owners ; who returned you 
the names of car owners to whom you were to pay 
these sums of money?— The expense account 
was all attached together as it is there ; it was 
received at the same time that I received the 
expense account. 

155. You received the whole of these acconnts 
from Mr. Christopher Reynolds, and upon that 
you acted and gave the cheques? — Yes, I did. 

156. With the exception of 1,3801. Is. 2d., 
did you pay any other sums of money on account 
of the election? — I signed a good many cheques. 
I think you will find it in that account. 

157. The return you made to the sheriff is 
here, nud that wliich you account for Ls 
1,380 /. 1 s. 2 rf. ; did you make any entry In any 
book at aU, kept by yourself, of tlie sums which 
you laid out on account of the election, or the 
cheques you drew ? — No, I took down the num- 
bers of cheques. 

158. All that you kept was a private memoran- 
? — Xo, I have got the numbers of the cheque 

books ; the number at which the cheque book 
began, to the number at which it finished. 

159. I suppose they were not all paid on one 
day ? — No ; the money was drawn from time to 
time. 

160. Did you pay no money at all on account 
of the election, except by cheque on the Ulster 
Bank ? — Yes. 
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161. And the blocks of all those clieques are 
in your boolcs at present ? — Yes. 

162. The money upon which you drew was 
ri-ansferred to your account by \'Our father? — 

163. How much was it ? — £694. 14 s. 10 d. he 
transferred; that is 700?. less the price of the 
cheque book. 

164. Where did the balance of the 1,380?. 
which you expended come from ? — It was lodged 
afterwards. 

165. By whom? — I do not know, I am sure. 

166. How did you know it was lodged ; who 
told you it was lodged ? —Because the cheques 
were honoured. 

167. Did anybody tell you the cheques would 
be lionouved ; after you liad exhausted the 699 ?., 
did anybody tell you the cheque.? would he 
honoured ? — Nobody told me at all. 

168. You took it for granted ? — Yes. 

169. You had no conversation witli anybody 
as to lodging more money to your credit ? — No. 

170. Save you no knowlectge where the money 
came from ? — Not at all ; at least, I am not sup- 
posed to know ; but I think I can guess. 

171. Where did it come from? — I can guess, 
hut I cannot swear. 

172. Did you purposely keep yourself in 
ignorance of it ?— No ; I did not make any par- 
ticular inquiry. 

173. You thought there would be some inquiry 
at the time you were drawing the cheques, did 
not j'ou ? — No, I did not inquire as to now the 
money was s[Kjnt, do you mean ? 

174. Yes?— Of course it is natural you would 
want to see the account. 

175. That we, who arc the petitioners, would 
like to see the accounts? — Yes. 

176. That is the account? — Yes, that is my 
handwriting (looking at the paper). 

Cross-examined by Mr. MchuughVux. 

177. You are not a prophet bv profession? — 
No. 

178. You could not Imve seen, when engaged 
in signing the cheques, that you would be ex- 
amini'd here ? — No. 

179. You know Mr. Christopher Revnolds? — 
Yes. 

180. He is an attorney ? — Yes. 

181. This, I see, is the list of names my learned 
friend read out ? — Yes. 

182. I believe, in point of fact, these were the 
attorneys employed at the election? — Y'es, 
employed as agents. 

183' All the money you paiil, I suppose you 
paid by cheques on the Ulster Bank ? — Yes, all 
the money. 

184. Just in the same way as you would pay 
anything else? — Yes. 

185. You did not draw them exclusively in the 
middle of the night? — No. 

186. There was no seci-ecy. — No. 

187. You knew from your conversation with 
Mr. Christopher Reynolds, that any cheques 
which you drew would be honoured at the Ulster 
Bank ? — Yes. 

188. Mr. Chiistopher Reynolds was the con- 
ducting agent for Mr. Greville-Nugcnt ?— T es. 

1S9. That is the whole of it ?— Y'es. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 

A3 



Mr. J. B. 
Maxwell. 

2 ? March 
1870. 
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28 March liK). Are you ill the Ulster Bank ? — Yes. 

1870. 1<>]. I.s this the ledger of the bank ? — It is. 

192. Will you produce me the expense agents’ 
account for Mr. John Maxwell, senior? — Tliat is 
Kt'iliroduciu.'^ the sinm-). 

193. Is this all the same account? — Yes, that 
is all the same account. 

194. Does Mr. Maxwell bank with }’ou inde* 
liendently 'i — That is the only account. 

195. This is the account connected with the 
election ? — 

Mr. Maxwell.'^ Yes. 

196. Mr. Ex/tam tto the H'ltnc.wh] On the 
20th of December 1869 there is 1,000 1. lodged; 
then on the 27th, there is a draft for 100/.? — 
Yes. 

197. Then there are four 50/.; the balance 
was 699 /. 1.5 10 d. after 4 s. 2 </. ivas paid for 
the checiue books ; that Ijalance appears to be 
transferred on the 4th of January 1870 to Mr. 
James Maxwell’s credit? — Yes. 

198. Now, I want the account of Mr. James 
Maxwell, jnnr. ? — Yes; this is it (produciiu/ che 
same). 

199. This is the only account? — Yes. 

200. On the 5th of January there was 
699/. 15s. lOrf. transferred to Janies B. Max- 
well, and on the 28th of February there was a 
balance .standing to his credit after payment of 
269 /.8 s. 11 {/. ; then, on the 1st of March there 
was a further lodgment of 1,000/, that was the 
entire? — Yes. 

201. That makes only 899 /. 15 .v. 10 r/. ? — 
Yes. 



202. That was the entire amount of the ehefjues 
paid? — Yes. 

203. And on the 26ti< of March there appears 
to he a lodgment of 41/. 3 ,s-. 9 f/. besides?— 
Yes. 

204. Did that close the acroimt? — That is the 
present balance. 

20.5. Tvv-o himdred and eighty-seven jioiukI and 
fourpence is now in favour of Mr. James Max- 
well ? — Yes. 

206. Docs Mr. Grevillc-Nugent keep an 
account at your hank ? — No. 

207. Who lodged the 1,000/. on the .3rd of 
March? — I do not recollect. 

208. Can you find out ? — Yes. 

209. ^ye want to know that if you please, if 
there was an amount of 41/. 3 s. 9 c/.; does 
Mr. Greville keep any account at your hank ?— 
No. 

210. Do you know anything about the lodging 
of the original 1,000 /. to Air. John Maxwell? 
account ? — I cannot recollect exactly who lodged 
it. 

211. You will be able to find it out? — Yes. 

Mr. Serjeant Aj'ms^rony.] If my learned 
friends will take an admission, I null tell 
you that this first 1,000/. was lodged by 
Lord Greville at the bank, and was trans- 
ferred from his private account at Mullingar, 
and so as to the second. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. TjiOJfAs Maxweel, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Butt 



Mr. Where do you live? — At Ballymahon. 

7\ Maxmelt. _213. Are you an elector of this county? — 
Yes, I am. 

214. Did j-ou vote at the last election? — I 
did. 

215. You voted for Mr. Greville ? — Yes. 

216. Were yon canvassing tor Mr. Greville ?— - 
Y^es. 

217. Were you canvassing for Mr. Greville 
bel'ore the election ? — No, I was not. 

218. Were you acting for him in any way ? — 
I was anxious for his return. 

219. A man might bo anxious for his return, 
and not exert himself; were you exerting your- 
self for his return ! — I did not go out of niy way 
any more than an}' other gentleman. 

220. Did you do anything to forward his 
return ? — I did not ; I was anxious for his 
return. 

221. Did you exert yourself for his return ? — 
I w’as anxious for his return. 

222. That is not nn ansiver to my question ; 
did you exert yourself for his return ?~‘What 
do you mean? 

223. Did you do aiiytliing to forward his 
return? — I voted for him, and I was anxious 
about it. 

224. Did you get any money ? — I did. 

22.5. From whom 1 — The Rev. Mr. Reynolds. 

226. How much did you get? — £.160. 

227. How did you get that money ? — I W'ill 
explain to you. I wrote a letter to my brother 
John. 



228. That is itot wliat I want ; I want to know 
how did you get it; was it given to you? — It 
came to me by a cheque. 

229. Wliose cheque wa.s it? — The Rev. Mr. 
Reynolds’ cheque. 

230. Upon what hunk ? — The Ulster Bank. 

231. In what town ? — Longford. 

232. What did yon do with tliat money? — I 
expended the money in the first instance. I 
wrote to my brother to say that tliere was a lai^e 
mob brought into Ballymalion. 

233. Answer iny question, and understand you 
will do nothing else; what did you do with that 
money ? — I gave, I think, 20 /. of it to some of 
the non-electors in Ballymahon ; 20 /. or 30 /. 

234. At what time did you get that money ? — 
I think I got it about the iOth of December, or 
the 8tii of December. 

23.5. The cheque would show it, if we had 
it? — I think I am quite right. 

236. Y'ou say that you gave 20/. or 30/. of 
that money to uoii-electors ? — Yes. 

237. In what town? — In Ballymalion. 

238. Could you tell me how many non-electors 
you gave that money to ? — I think I gave them 
from 2 A, to 2 s. 6 d. each. 

239. Did you spendfrom 20 /. to 30 1, in giving 
them from 2 s. to 2 s. 6 d. each ?~ Yes. 

240. That would go over 200 /. ? — Yes. 

241. Where did you get the 200 /.? — They were 
in Ballj-mahon in opposition to the mob brought 
in from the adjoining county, and tliey were all 
defending our shops and establishments. 

242. Did 
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242. Did you bring tliem there to pay them ? 
— They were in the town. I did not bring 
them. 

243. What did you do with the rest of the 
money ? — I gave 1<) 1. or 15 }. to the Rev. ]\Ir. 
Gc-oghau. 

244. How did you expend that 160 L, as well 
as you can recollect? — I think there wa.s 10/. or 
15 /. given to tlie Rev. Mr. Hoare. 

245. What else did you do? — I had a docket 
that I sent over to m}' brother, giving an account 
of the expenditure. 

246. How did you spend the 160 / , to the liest 
of your recollection ? — I think in a week or ten 
days afterwards ~ it was on a market day — I gave 
the remainder ; about 4,000 or 5,0U0 stranger's 
were brought into Ballyraahon, and I gave them 
money on that occasion, and tw*"* or three otlier 
pi-iests. 

247. Who were they? — The Rev. Michael 
O’Reilly got 10/. or 15/., the parish priest of 
Clooncallow. 

248. Can you tell me any others? — I think I 
gave some to the Rev. Mr. O’Farreli as well. 

249. How much did you give to him ? — About 
10/. 

250. Do you recollect any other clergyman to 
whom you gave money ? — I think, to the best of 
my belief, tnat I gave 10 /. to the Rev. Mr. Kelly 
Legan. 

251. That will not exhaust the 160 l.'t — There 
might have been probably tbc remainder of the 
money afterwards, that I jirobably gave away 
myself on the Thursday following. 

252. Do not tell me what is probable ? — To 
the best of ray belief, I gave more in about a 
week or fortnight afterw.ards to the same par- 
ties. 

253. To whom did yon give that money ? — 
Tlie non-electors. 

254. You paid those non-electors yourself? — 
No ; I gave it to a person, and I saw it paid. 

255. Who is the person that paid it ? — I tliink 
Sir. Hanlj, of Ballymahon. 

256. What money did you pay yourself to the 
non-electors ; I wish yon could fix the dates ? — 
I think on the 1 7th of December I did it. 

257. Were there any more ? — And on the 23rd, 
those 'were tlie dates of the meetings. 

258. What were the meetings ? — Themeetings 
of the hired men that were brunght in from the 
adjoining county. 

259. How do you know that they uere lured ? 
— I saw them headed by gentlemen from 
Dublin. 

260. Do you mean to s%vear that they were 
hired ? — I swear tiiat they were hired, because 
they comjilained to me that they were very badly 
paid : a great many of them told me that they 
were promised a great deal of money, but they 
did not get it. 

261. On those tivo days of the meeting you 
paid these people ? — Yes. 

262. Do, as near as you can, tell me what you 
did with the 160 /. ? — t cannot go closer to it. 

263. Did you pay a publican ? — I did not. 

264. What do you do yourself; what is your 
occupation ? — A laud agent, and other things. 
I have three fiddles to luy bo-w. 

265. Did you yourself give any orders to 
publicans to supply drink ? — I think I gave an 
order for three gallons of porter. 

266. 'Was that the only order which you gave ? 
—Yes. 
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267. To whom did you give that order? — X" Mi. 

Peter Flanagan, of Baflyinali<in. 

268. The 1 60 /. you paid either iu gi'ving money 

to non-electors, or in giving it to clergymen? — Mr.r.'i 

Yes. i' 7 'i. 

269. Have you given me the names of all the 
clergymen that you esm recollect ? — Yes, to the 
best of my knowledge. 

270. Can you remember the names of any of 
the otlier clergymen you gav'e money to, except 
those that you have mentioned? — No. 

271. Do you know Th<»mas Newman '? — I dn. 

272. Where does he live? — In Darogue, within 
two miles of Ballymahon. 

273. Did you give him any money? — I ilid 
not. 

274. Will you swear that you did not?— I 
have no recollection, in the world, of it. 

275. We intLst go tiuierly ; wait till I put the 
question to you ; your recollecting is one thing, 
and sjieakiug the truth is another; I ask, first, 
did you give any money to Thoraa* Newman ? — 

I did not. 

276. Are you positive of it ? — I am sure I did 
not. 

Mr. Serjeant Armslrong.'] I do not find 
the name of any person like that among the 
names of those who had money. 

He is an elector. 

277. Mr. butt.'] Do you know a man of the 
name of Mullivan ; did you give him any money ? 

—No. 



Cross-examined by ilr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

278. Where do you reside? — In Ballymahon. 

279. You know'the country about there?— 
Yes ; I have been living there 40 years. 

260. And are well acquainted with the people ? 
— Yes. 

281. Mr. Butt.'] You said you never gave 
money to a voter? — Y'es. 

282. You appear to have been particular .about 
that? — 'Yes. 

283. Did you ever give it to the family of a 
voter ? — No. 

284. Do you know a man of the name of .Jamies 
Millray ? — Yes, I do know him. 

285. Did yuu give him any money ? — Yes. 

286. What did you give liim ? — I gave him 3/., 
and he said there was two for another man. 

287. What did you give it liim for ? — He said 
he came over here on two or three occasions ; he 
was axed over here to counteract a mob iu Long- 
ford; that he came overtoFalher Reynolds, and 
Father Reynolds told him to go to Mr. Maxwell. 

288. Is John Millray father of a voter? — Yea. 

289. Did you know that when you gave him 
the money ? — Yes. 

290. lYho was the other, whom the 3 /. was 
for? — Allow me to correct inyselh I do not 
think Uiat I was aware, at the time, that Millray’s 
father was a voter, but I am aware since. 

291. Now, 1 was asking about the other man 
whom you got the other 2 /. for ; there was 3 /. 
for Iiimself and two for another man ; did you 
know the other man ? — No. 

292. What was the man to have the money 
for? — He said lie was here on two or three occa- 
sions, and he came to Longford, and they referred 
him to somebody else. 

293. Father Reynolds was the gentleman they 
were sent to ? — Yes. 

4 4 294. Mr. 
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294. Mr. Serjeant You live in 

Ballymahon, and you know the country very 
■well ? — I do. „ 

29o. "What meeting was Jt that you spoke ot 
as having l)een held on the 7 th ol December!'— 
The first meeting was the 3rd of December in 
Biillyniahon. 

29G. IVho attended that meeting? — A large 
body of men came in from Moate, near Athlonc, 
a distance of 10 miles. 

297. Out of the country ? — Yes. 

298. Was there a great attendance of strange 
faces ? — Yes, there were three or fotir gentlemen 
from Dublin, and two or three gentlemen from 
the locality at the head of them. 

299. "\l^erc the gentlemen from Dublin con- 
nected u-ith this county? — No. 

300. What was the extent of the crowd from 
Atlilone, and other places ? — Three or lour him- 
dred on this occasion, and on another occasion 
there -was about 6,000 men. 

30] . And there was a mcetiu" of three or four 
hundred on the first occasion V— ^es. 

302. Did they hold a meeting ? — Yes. 

303. Where did they assemble? — At“ Wright's 
Hotel,” on the steps. 

304. The sti-eet is very broad there? — Yes, I 
think it is 10 perches wide. 

305. Did you hear anything that occurred 
there ? — Yes. 

306. Did you hear them shouting ? — Yes, and I 
heard them spceching. 

307. Were there any of the Roman Catholic 
clergymen at that meeting? — Not one; it was 
confined to Mr. Martin’s friends ; those people 
came in from Kilheggan, Moyvalley, and all 
those districts all ixmnd the borders of the 
county. 

308. That was on the 3rd of December ? — 
Yes. 

309. Was the next meeting, do you remember, 
on the 17th of December? — There was another 
meeting on that day week ; on market day. 

310. That would be about the 10th ? — Yes. 

311. How was that meeting constituted? — 
By Mr. Greville’s friends, and also friends of 
Mr. Jlartin. 

312. It was a mixed assembly? — Yes. 

313. Were there any clergymen at it? — Yes, 
five or six. 

314. Were the laiety represented very largely? 
— We had a meeting at “ Wright’s Hotel ” that 
day of every respectable freeholder in the town, 
and every merchant in the toivu ; and all the free- 
holders witliiu three or four miles of the town 
were at the meeting. 

315. Was it a fi'ee and open meeting accessible 
to all? — Yes; and there were resolutions jjassed 
on the liotel steps adopting Colonel Greville’s 
son, the Honourable Mr. Greville, as a candidate, 
and resolutions were passed. 

316. Was that done publicly? — Yes; in tire 
ojjen street. 

317. Did the laymen of the neighbouring 
county take part in that meeting ? — There were 
five or six freeholders seconding tire resolutions ; 
the resolutions were proposed and seconded by 
freeholders. 

318. At tliat time Mx’. Martin was nominally 
mentioned as a candidate ? — Yes. 

319. Was there any disturbance at that meet- 
ing, of ill'. Gh:eville’8 supporters, on that day, or 
any attempt at disturbance ? — The police were 
very active; if "the parties had been allowed to 



meet, there ivould hai c been no disturbance, but 
the police prevented it. 

320. Was there any large attendance of Mar- 
tinites on the second occasion ? — There was not 
so large an atteudauco on the second occasion. 

321. But for the attendance and presence of 
the police, you would hai-e apprehencled no dan- 
ger? — I spoke to the officer in command, and 
told liim that I thought it was most essential 
from the testimony of the men coming in, for tlie 
police in town to protect our town and sliopa. 

322. Are you able to tell whether in conse- 
quence of tlie presence of these strangers in 
Ballymahou, tliere ivns any feeling of terror or 
alarm among tlie residents of the town? — There 
was a great feeling of alarm ; my own shop was 
smashed and broTcen, and my hall door was 
smashed the morning of the election and before 
that day. 

323. You lYcrc aware on the 17th that there 
was the existing ajiprebension on the minds of 
the people of Ballyinahon on account of these 
strangers ? — I bad it from the lips of the free- 
holders, who told me tliat tliey were afraid to vote 
for Mr. Greville, that their houses would be burnt 
over them ; they came to me and said they ivould 
stay at liorae ; tliey ivould not go, they were 
afraid to vote. I will tell it whatever happens to 
myself. 

324. Was there a tliird meeting held at Bally- 
inahon on the 17th of December ? — On the 23rd, 

I only recollect the tliree; the 3rd, the 10th, and 
the 23rd. 

325. Were Mr. Greville’s friends represented 
on that occasion ? — They were not. 

326. Will yi!U desenbe in your own way what 
that meeting was composed of, and what occurred 
on that day ? — It w'ent abroad that there was a 
large body of non-electors came in upon this day, 
ancl I gai'C it as ray advice, and did the best we 
could, to Iceep all our friends at home on that 
occasion, but they came in ; from what I under- 
stood, if they came in there would be bloodshed ia 
the town. 

327. Will you state what you witnessed tliat 
day ill the town ? — A^'^e had four or five additional 
Dublin men on that da}’, besides what came be- 
fore. I do not think tlie local gentlemen took a 
very active part, and upon that occasion we had 
very feiv of the Grci lllc’s friends in. 

328. Where were they ?— They remained at 
home in their houses, with the advice of the priests 
and every man, that day. 

329. h'or fear, they remained at home ? — 
for feai'. 

330. What was the number and strength of tlic 
people who came in tliat day? — They came from 
Katiichiie, and they came from every district 
round, and there could not be less than 4,000, or 
5,000, or 6,000 people in on that occasion. _ 

331. What was about the whole popniabon ot 
able-bodied men who would he able to deiena 
themselves in Ballymahon ; I do not speak ot 
women and children ? — Probably not more than 
50 or 60 able-bodied men in the town. 

332. It is a small place ? — Yes. 

333. There was a crowd there of many thou- 
sands? — Yes. 

334. What was the character of the cron a, 
were they a respectable looking set of men, or 
were they rowdies ? — I would not like the appear- 
ance of them ; they were what we may call regular 
rowdy men, who were ready to be_ prepared tor 
violence : they were uu to everytliing. 

^ ^ 335. They 
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335. They had the town all their own way that 
day? — Yes. 

336. Ai’e you aware of the effect of that 
gathering upon the minds of the people of Bally- 
mabon ; were the residents alarmed? — They were 
very much alarmed by it, and I believe it they 
were not counteracted by other men you would 
not have 300 men voting in the county. 

337. I think yon said that as a matter of fact 
to counteract these demonstrations people were 
employed on behalf of Mr. Greville?— It was 
most essential and desirable. 

338. Was that the object? — Yes, to protect 
the non-clectors and the freeholders. 

339. And to protect your shops and your- 
selves ? — Yes ; I got threatening letters, caution- 
ing me if I did not withdraw from tlie support of 
Colonel Greville, I would be turned oft’ my shop, 
and my shop was attacked too. 

340. You voted for him, nevertheless? — I 
voted for him, and will again, too. 

341. From your opinion, from what you wit- 
nessed, was it necessary to have people to protect 
the voters coming to poll for Sir. Greville ? — 
They could not vote if we had not those men to 
protect us. 

342. Why not? — They would not he allowed 
into the polling-places. 

343. Are you aware that that took ]ilace with 
some of your own tenants? — Some of my own 
tenants were frightened, after promising to 
vote. 

344. Without a guard you could not get in ? 
—No. 

345. Were some ofyour people anxious to vote 
for Mr. Greville, and they could not vote? 

Jlr. BtUt objected to the question. 

346. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.'] You voted for 
Mr. Greville, and all your tenants that had votes? 
— Yes. 

347. Did they know how you were going to 
^•ote ? — They promised to vote for- Mr. (jreville. 

348. Did they vote for him ? — No. 

349. Was there violence and mobs parading 
the country ? 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald^ It is evident 
that these jiarticular electors who promised 
to vote for Mr. Greville, aud did not vote, 
gave him as the reason that they were aj)- 
prehensive; that is perfectly legitimate 
evidence. 

TVitness.] They told me they were fnght- 
cned to be burnt in their houses, and the 
houses burnt over their heads. 

350. Mr. Serjeant That was their 

reason for not voting? — Yes. 

351. Are you aware that there was great 
violence and intimidation and show of force on 
the part of the Martinites prej)ai'atory to the 
election ? — I have been at the elections for 40 
years past in Longford, and I never saw such 
determi3\ation on the part of the Martinites to 
hinder every person in the county opposed to 
them, priests, electors, or any other men. 

352. Did the friends in Dublin appear in it, as 
far as you know ? — Yes, the manager did, in my 
presence ; I was listening at the time. 

353. Give me the names of two or three con- 
spicuous ones as commanders in chief? — Yes, I 

give the names ; there was two Mr. Sullivans 
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there; and I think there was Mr. Meany, and Jir. 
Jlr. James 3Iurphy, aud Mr. Johu Murpliv. T. Maxwell. 

354. Is that Stephen John Meany? — lie is 

very notorious, and tiiere were two Mr. Sulli- March 
vans; I never saw them in Longford before. 1^70. 

355. You got 160?. altogether? — Yes. 

356. You told us in round numbers how you 
disbursed it ? — Y'es. 

357. Do you believe the money that j'ou gave 
to the Reverend gentlemen was for the purpose 
of hiring gentlemen. 

Ml'. Exliam objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald upheld the objec- 
tion. 

Jl'itness.] I saw great difticully in their 
getting in ; it was to iissist them getting in. 

358. Mr. Serjeant .Armstrong.] Where were 
you on the clay of the election, in Longford ? — 

No, in Ballymnhoii ; I was there the whole day; 
there were 10,000 Martiaites there. 

359. Were you that clay threatcuecl by’ the 
Martinites ? — Yes ; this was the 3rd of January. 

360. Were there many of them there ? — I think 
at least 10,000. 

361. Were they a strange mob? — Tliey wore 
all strangers, every one of them. 

362. What was their conduct and demeanour? 

— They iniide their way to the centre of the town 
before the jiolice got between them ; this was in 
Ballyniahon ; they beat nine or ten of our men. 

36*3. Mr. Butt.] Did you see this? — I w.as 
looking on. 

364. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] Tell ns what 
happened at Ballymahon ? — All went very well 
till 11 o’clock ; and at 1 1 o’clock I was going into 
the polling-place, aud I saw an immense number 
of persons coming up. The moment I saw them 
coming up I went back to Colonel Dowson, 
who was in court, and Mr. French, the stipen- 
diary magistrate, Mr. Beckett, and other sti- 
penctiai'y magistrates ; and I told them, unless 
they got the 14th Hussars on their liorses at 
once, wo should be all murdered ; aud the mo- 
ment I told them the police went down, and the 
two mobs were meeting at the time, and our 
men were verj severely beaten, nine or ten of 
them. The police went down between the two 
crowds, and kept them back, aud forced them 
over the bridge back again ; the bridge over the 
river that goes through the town. The police 
aud tlie 14th Hussars did that. 

365. Was tlie appearance of that mob of 
Martinites such as to alarm people? — Most 
alarming. 

366. And there were great numbers ? — I never 
saw so many at an election. 

367. Were they headed by people of the better 
class? — Yes. 

368. What n-ere their names? — Mr. M‘Len- 
nard at the head, and Mr. Counigau Arqueson. 

Mr. M'Lennard ran away ; I think he cut away. 

369. Did they continue, after the interference 
of the police to liover over the toivn that day ? — 

They kept on the south side of the town for two 
hours, and they went round by Shrule, a distance 
of three miles, and tliey came in on the north 
side of the town ; and the moment they came in 
they had lots of stones in their pockets, aud they 
began to fire at our freeholders and non-electors 
wim the stones. 

370. What was the number, to all appearance ? 

B —Five 
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Mr, — Five hniulred ; tliey u-ent round the uortli side 

2’. MaxvieU. of the town. 

— — 371. And threw atones sit tlie electors? — 

March Yes. 

tS 70 . 372. Was their conduct on that day violent, 

oufnigeous, and al.ai-ming? — Yes, most out- 
rageous; they smashed our place when they 
came in first. 

373. Do you tliiuh the electoi-s could have got 
to the jioll without the protection of the aiiny, 
the police, and an hired escort of people ? — I am 
quite confident they could not ; such was the 
violence practised for tliroc weeks or a month 
before the election. It was kept up during tliat 
time. 

374. Were you all that time under the apjn-e- 
hension that there would be violence and intimi- 
dation resorted to, and that it ivas necessary to 
counteract it? — I believed so; I was certain of 
it, that it was most essential. Wc had no force 
to be able to counteract the strangers. 

375. Until they made a great demonstration, 
had you taken any steps to counteract the force? 
—We took no stejis until those men were brought 
in ; tlicre never was a farthing expended to non- 
electors ; not a shilling. 

376. Has the effect of that terrorism subsided 
in Ballyinahon yet? — No, they smash the win- 
dows still of people who voted for Colonel 
Grevilie. 

377. Have you been threatened yourself? — I 
have been threatened, and my house has been 
broken into on tlie morning of the election. I 
was obliged to go up with an escort of police to 
get the sheriff up. My house was smashed in, 
and my windows smashed, by the Marthiitee, on 
the moraing of the election. We were up all 
night. 

378. Mr. £««.] Was tliat the luorning of the 
polling ca- the nomination ? — The morning of the 
polling, on the 3rd of January. I could not 
leave my own house rill I sent for an escort of 
police, after my house was broken in, and my 
hall-door broken in. 

379. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.'^ According to 
your own observation, at Ballymalion, who were 
the iiitiraidators upon that occasion?— The Mar- 
tin party; the hired mob of Martin; and we 
were on the defensive the whole time. 



Ee-examinecl by Mr. Butt. 



380. What was the date of the first meetin<y in 

Ballymahon, at which the Martinites came in'? 

The first was the 3rd of December. 



381. Do I understand you to say that you 
employed these people that you gave the 30 1. to 
to protect you ? — Yes, at this meeting. 

382. Was it to protect you that you employed 

them ? — No doubt of it. ‘ ^ ^ 

383. How many days were they to be em- 
ployed protecting you ?— Upon the days they 
were employed they got 2 s. or 2 s. 6 rf. 

384. How many days did you employ them to 
protect you? — For the one day. 

385. What did they do to protect you?— They 
walked up and down before the doors of Grevilie ’s 
friends, the same as policemen did, and protected 
then- houses, and protected the voters coming in 
and out at our meetings. 



386. You have spoken of two days? — I sneak 
of three days. 

387. Now I ask you of those three days, were 

they not days of the Martinites’ meetings ? No, 



there is one day the Martinites did not come in • 
they were on the first and last. ' 

388. Oil the first imd last days, were not those 
clays the Miirtiuite meetings ? — They were. 

389. What (lid the men do that you employed 
upon those clays ? —They walked up and down 
by iny clooi-, and Mr. White’s, and all the men 
who intended to vote for Grevilie. 

390. Dill they take any jiavt in disturbing the 
Martinite meetings ? — No, they were on the de- 
fensive the whole time. 

391. Did any person disturb the Martinite 
incetiii" in Ballymahon upon any of those days ? 
— I did not see them disturb them. 

392. Did they? — I did not see tliem. 

393. Will you swear that? — I swearthat I did 
not see them disturb them. 

394. Were you looking on? — Not the whole 
clay; I was a part of the clay ; I went clown to 
attend tlie meeting one day. 

395. On any clay did you lead iliis mob to 
attack a Martinite meeting ? — No. 

396. Did you go down to interfere with the 
Martinite meetings in any way ?— I did not; I 
did not interfere witli the meeting at all. 

397. Did you go to the place where they were 
meeting? — No; I will explain it; the Mai-fin 
mob had those ineu brought in from the ad- 
joining county, with Mr. Martin at their head, 
and the Mr. Sullivans and the Meanys were 
speechifying, and abusing Colonel Grevilie, say- 
ing that lie was returned for Longford, that he 
had gut a peerage and all that .'ort of thing, and 
went on abusing Lord Grevilie, th.at he had no 
interest in the country, and that he only wanted 
to get a jieerage, and that he ivanted to force his 
son upon the constituents of Longford to get his 
son a place ; and I spoke to tlie peojile, and ad- 
dressed them, and told the people tliat Colonel 
Grevilie was a man who was always faithful to bi.e 
pledge. 

398. Mr. Justice Bitzgerald.'] Had you any- 
thing to add further?— Bo. 

399. Mr. Bw/t.] Did you go down to the place 
where tlie Martinites were holding their meet- 
ing ? — I did not, I went near it 

400. Near enough to intemipt them?— No, I 
did_ not interrupt them ; they went on making 
their speeches. 

401. Did you try to interrupt them ? — I do not 
recollect that I did. 

402. Will you swear you did not ? — I will 
not. 

403. Did you interrupt tliem? — I donottliink 
I did. 

404. Did the pecqfie you had hired go down 
with yon on that day to disturb the Martinite 
meeting ? — There was not a man paid upon that 
day, it was on the week after. 

405. On the first day you went down and ad- 
dressed a Martinite meeting ; did you go down 
and address the Mai'tinite meeting the first day ? 
— No. 

406. That you swear? — Yes. 

407. Were you inteiTupted ? — I was inter- 
rupted. 

408. Were you ill-treated ? — No. 

409. At the first Martinite meeting, held on 
the 3rd of December, you went down and op- 
posed these gentlemen ; Mr. Murtagh was not a 
stranger ? — No, I was very sorry to see him . 
there. 

410. You went down to speak at a Martinite 

meeting 
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meeting on the 3rd ? — I went dciwn to address 
them and our own friends who were there. 

411. Did not you come back -without molcsta- 
tiou ? — I did ; a fellow come up and aimed at my 
nose three times, and threatened to knock me 



down where I was standing ; this fellow had a 
stick, and put it tip to my nose three times. 

412. Mr. Serjeant A.nnstrong.'\ You thought it 
better to retire? — Ko, 1 did not; I stood my 
ground like a man. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. 

T. MaxwelL 
28 

1870. 



James B. Murtagk, sworn; Examined by Mr. 



413. You are ainerchant in this county? — Yes. 

414. Wliere do you live ? — I live at present 
at 41, Belvedere Place, in the City of Dublin, 
and at the time of this election I was li\'ing at 
Longford. 

415. Had you been living in Longford pre- 
viously ?-•- About three years. 

416. Were you well known in the county? — I 
tliink so. 

417. Were you one of the gentlemen who first 

J rt-oposed Mr. Martin as a candidate? — I was the 
irst. 

418. Where was it that you first named him? 
I firf-t named him in my own house, to a com- 
mittee of gentlemen, principally of the town of 
Longford. 

419. Were the persons at your house to whom 
you so named him, iiersons of respectability in 
this town?— I cannot be called upon to answer 
that question, for several of the witnesses who 
have been up here appear to have very odd 
notions of what respectability is. I considered 
them solvent and lionest men, and I think that 
that is a sufficient guai-autee. 

420. "Wlien ivas it that you first publicly an- 
nounced Mr. Martin as a candidate ?— In the 
streets of Longford, one Saturday ; the date I do 
not know ; it is something at the end of November, 
or early in December. 

421.' Did the fact of his becoming a candidate 
then become notorious ? — Too notorious. 

422. Were you iu Longford during the first days 
of December and the end of November?— I be- 
lieve I was. 

423. Can you or not say of your own experi- 
ence of the people of Longford, whether some of 
the respectable townspeople here were in favour 
of the candidature of Mr. Martin ?— I believe on 
the house-to-house canvass the respectable portion 
of the town would be bound to support Mr. 
Martin. 

424. Did you make that canvass yourseli < — 1 
never canvassed a man. I can give the names of 
the shopkeepers of the town whom, I believe, 
would have voted if they had been asked, and 
signified such an intention. I refused to ask any 
them. 

425. Are you aware that an opposition was 
got up to Mr. Martin afterwards ? — I was made 
aware of it on the day I spoke to Father Reynolds 
in the college. 

426. On w-hat day did you speak to Father 
Reynolds on the subject? — AVe had a meeting in 
Longford on the Saturday, and on the previous 
Monilay I waited on Father Reynolds. 

427. What passed between you and Father 
Reynolds about it ? — In company with Mr. W““e> 
a shopkeeper of this town, and Mr. WiUiam 
Morrell, I waited on the Rev. Mr. Reynolds. He 
received us very well. 1 told liiiu that there was 
a very painful rumour abroad, to the effect that 
Colonel Greville’s son had been adopted by the 
clergy, and that the people generally over the 
county seemed to take it as a slight; the laity, 
178 



I should say ; and I asked him if lie could iuform 
us if there was any truth in the ruinmir. I told 
him, also, that, before he would give bis answer, 

I would make a statement with regard to uiy rea- 
son for asking it, which was, that it was the in- 
tention of some of the people iu the county to put 
forward a candidate on extra Liberal or national 
principles, such as Mr. Isaac Butt or Mr. John 
Martin. 

428. What did Mr. Reynolds say in answer to 

that ? — While wishing to speak ivitli tlie greatest 
respect of him and all the clergymen whom I was 
unfortunately opposed to 

429. Whatdid Mr. Reynolds say ?— His answer 
was very evasive. 

430. ^Ir. McLaughlan.'] Say what he said; do 
not answer in that way. 

431. Mr. E.iham.'} Give us the substance of 
what he said? — I hope Mr. M'LauMilan will not 

5 lull me up for over flourishing the answer of 
Father Reynolds. In the first place, he did not 
believe there was a great deal of tnith iu the ru- 
mour ; that there never was truth iu tlie rumours 
in general ; that there was a meeting of the clergy 
at the college, and he could not really say he bad 
been adopted formally ; that Mi\ Greville Nugent 
had been there, but be could not take upon him- 
self to say there was a fonnnl adoption ; and a lot 
of things of that kind, all to the same effect. 

432. What did you say then? — I said I was 
very sorry that there should be anything c-f the 
kind giving a formal adoption; but of course he 
would remember the fact we had thrown down 
the gauge of battle on behalf of some person or 
persons unknown, and God defend the right; I 
used those words. 

433. What did Mr. Reynolds say further ? — He 
wished us a good .afternoon, and we returned the 
same compliment. 

434. Did you afterwards receive auy letter ? — 
In the course of the evening I received a letter 
from Father Reynolds which I have in my pos- 
session. 

435. Will you show it me? — {The s«me teas 
hinideil ill lo the learned Counsel.) 

436. It is dated “Tuesday, November 30th, 
1869.” It is headed, “ Saint Mel’s, Longford,” 
and it begins : “ My deal- Mr. Murtagli,— After 
you left me to-day I tried, at the first free mo- 
ment I had, to lay my hands cm the minutes ol the 
meeting of the clergy. I found the full and fair 
meaning of the resolution then adopted was to ap- 
prove 0? Mr. Greville Nugent as a desirable can- 
didate, whose principles and professions being aU 
that they could desire, he should meet their unani- 
mous support. This resolution was intended to 
carefully avoid the idea of dictating to anybody, 
yet, carefully too, to secure united action and 
unanimity amongst the priests. ?iow, ns on re- 
flection, I feared my personal explanation with 
you to-day niigM be turned into a representative 
sanction of your projected opposition, of which I 
entirely disapprove, as being cnimerical, and tend- 
ino- only to create tui-moil and confusion, I have 
B 2 thought 



J.B. 

yhtrtagh. 
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J. JJ. thought it my chity thus eai-ly to lay my views be- 
Muria'‘k. foTC you. Should you cletermme ou persevering 
—— ** in enforcing an useless and purposeless contest on 

28 JIarcb the county and on the priests, it must be with t)ic 
1 870. clear knowledge of what is before you. I do not 
desire to dictate to you, nor to anybody, but I 
wish distinctly to guard myself against being mis- 
understood or, possibly, thought unintentionally 
misrepresented. There might be the feeling ^vith 
some that Colonel Grcville has got his seat too 
cheaply. That cannot apply to you. Faitlifully 

S )urs, James Eetnolds.’’ Bid you sec Fatlier 
eynolds after the receipt of that letter? — 1 
answered that letter. 

. 437. IVhat was the purport of your answer? 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrovg.'] You had better 
ask for the letter, which can be produced. 
TVitness.'] I can produce a copy. 

438. Mr. JSxham.l Bid y’ou see Father Rey- 
nolds after that ? — I do not think I saw Father 
Reynolds after that until the Saturday on which 
we had our meeting in Longford. 

439. Had you a meeting on the Saturday after 
the receipt of that letter in Longford ? — "VVe 
had ; I am not binding myself to the dates ; I 
have not studied that. 

440. it was on the Saturday after? — Yes. 

441. That was the first meeting you held in 
Longford ? — Yes. 

442. "Where was the meeting held? — We or- 
ganised the procession in the Market-square, and 
came down the town to the Court-house and 
spoke from the Court-house steps. 

443. What persons did that procession consist 
of ; were tliey townspeople or were they l)rought 
in ? — They were townspeople ; we brought in no 
person for the purposes of tliat meeting. IVc 
issued circulars to all pai-ts of the country, say- 
ing that it was the intention to hold it. 

444. Bid many attend the meeting ? — I re- 
member that wc had in the actual Court of >Ses- 
sion soiue 600 or 700 people of all ranks ; some 
who did not at all agree with our views, and 
they joined in for the fun of the thing. 

445. While the meeting was going on outside 
the Court-house did you see Father Reynolds ? 
— I was outside. 

446. Bid you see Father Reynolds ? — Father 
Reynolds and Father John Fitzgerald came up' 
the street and went into the shop of Mr. Pat 
Farrell immediately opposite the Court-house; 
they raised the windows, and Mi*. Reynolds here 
attempted a demonstration to upset the meeting. 

447. When, yon say attempted to upset the 
meeting, what did they do ? — They attempted to 
turn away the attention of the people who were 
listening to us while we were speaking ; they 
were at the backs of the people. 

448. Bid they speak or call out to them ? — 
They spoke, but, on account of my having called 
for a cheer for Fatl\er Fitzgerald and a cheer for 
Father Reynolds, what they said was unheard, 
and I called for cheers for the reverend gentle- 
men as long as they continued to speak, and the 
windows went down in the end and they wentaway. 



449. The meeting was continued ? — The meet- 
ing was continued with great peace and order to 
the very end. 

450. Bo you remember after that goiim into 

your father’s place in county Longford? Fwent 

xevy often. 

452. Bo you know Father Skellcy ?-Yes. 

451. At that meeting was there any disturb- 
ance with regard to the reception of the name of 
hlv. Martin as a candidate ? — There was no dis- 
turbance except what I tell you; there was an 
attempt made by those two or three gentlemen 
and a few otlier parties, whom I could name, to 
interrupt the meeting, and they quietly failed or 
were shut up. 

453. Bo you recollect seeing Father Skelley 
after that ? — I think it was on tlie previous day 
that I saw Father Skelley at his own house, the 
Simday ; I know it was the day after the meet- 
ing in Longford. 

454. Had you any conversation with Father 
Skellcy about the caudidaturc of Mr. Martin? 

Mr. Serjeant Arinifro7ig.'] I do not find 
Father Skelley’s name in any way men- 
tioned here ; I do not see how you can in- 
troduce his name. 

Mr. Exham.'] Mr. Skelley’s name is not 
in the lull of particulars. I [n'Ojiose further 
to ask tiiat, and I will ask your leave to ex- 
amine Mr. Hanley, the conducting agent, as 
to when this fact came to his knowledge ; it 
was allowed in other cases when the peti- 
tioner's solicitors could not give the name of 
the person. 

Mr. Justice FUxgei ald.'] At present you 
liavc laid no Ibundatioii for ghung in evi- 
dence a statement of Father Skcliey’s; you 
propose to ask this ■witnes.s now soraetlung 
that he said quite independent of the par- 
ticulars, and you have laid uo foundation 
whatever for asldng that. 

Mr. Exham was he.ard in support of his 
line of examination. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] I cannot on the 
present foundation uIIoav a statement of 
Father Skelley to be introduced as to acts 
or declaration of acts ; 1 will give you the 
greatest latitude; do you say that those 
statements were followed by acts. 

Mr. Exhain.'] Yes; I say that the state- 
ments were followed by acts. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgi>ralil.] Unless the foun- 
dation is laid I cannot hear this statement. 

Mr. Fxhum applied for leave to insert in 
the bill of particiilavs the names of this 
gentleman as being guilty of intimidation. 

hir. Justice Fitzgerald stated that some 
foundation must be laid for the insertion of 
that name before he could accede to the ap- 
plication. 

[The "VYitness withdrew. 



Mr. George Hanley, sworn; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



jjj, 455. You are the Agent for the Petitioner in 
e. Hon'%. ’—I “m. 

_ 456. When did you first become aware of die 
interview between Mr. Murtagli and Father 
Skelley ? 



Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] Bo not assume 
that he ever heai-d any such thing. 

457. Mr. Exham.] Bid you hear it? — I saw 
Mr. Murtagh’s evidence that he wrote out and 
left at my ofiice. 

458. 
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458. Mr. Justice Is Mr. Murtagh 

one of the petitioners ? — No, my Lord. 

459. Mr. £xha7ti.l Were you aware that Mr. 
Murtagh could give any evidence aa regards 
these o-entlcmcn at the time you furnislied the 
bill of°particulars under the Judge’s order? — I 
was not. 

460. When did you first become aware of the 
fact ? 

Mr. Serje-ant objected to the 

cj^uestioD. 

Mr. Justice I’itzgerald.'] The question 
now put is when the Witness first heard tliat 
Mr. Murtagh could give any evidence as 
regards any interview between him and 
Father Skelley. 

JFitness.'] I heard of it on Saturday last. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant .dnnstron^. 

461. Were you down at Longford with the 
view of preparing instructions for this petition ? 

—No. 

462. You never came down at all ? — Not since 
the election. 

463. To whom did you entrust that local duty 
of inquiry on tlie spot? — The infoi-matiou was 
sent tip to me. I did not entrust it to anybody. 

464. It was not done by anybody ; was not it 
a general scramble?— There tvere a great mini- 
ber of people about it. 

465. It was W'ell enough for the money, was 
not it ? — What money ? I do not know what 
money you mean. 

466. 'You do not know anything about money ? 
— I know plenty about money. 

467. Did you see tliis goutleinen, Mr. Mur- 
tagb, in Dublin since the election ? — Yes. 

468. Did you see him on Saturday last ?— I 
did not. 

469. And it was only on Saturday tliat you 
ascertained that he ever had had an interview 
with the Rev Mr. Skelley ?~That was all. 

470. Who told you that? — Mr. Murtagh left 
a memorandum at my oflice of the eiddence he 
would give. 

471. At Dublin?— Yes, at Dublin; he called 
twice on Friday to see me, but 1 w'as not at 
home. 

472. Who prepared the bill of particulars ? — I 
did. 

473. From whom did you obtain information 
as to the class of intimidators ?— I got from the 
country clear particulars of the evidence of a 
great number of cases, and with reference to 
which people could swear, and then I classified 
them nito intimidation cases, and into bribery 
and treating, according to the evidence. 

474. I ivill give you in the list of intimidators 
prepared by yourself 5 did you get any of these 
from Mr. Murtagh; one, tlie Very Rev. Patiick 
Dawson, Vicar General, where did you get that 
name ? — It is one agent of mine. 

475. From whom did you get the name ? 

Mr. Raft.] I do not think Mr. Hanlej' is 

entitled to disclose the nature of information 
he got in preparing this information, or from 
whom he got it. 

Mr. Justice FitzgeraM."] You cannot be 
precluded by being an attorney from giving 
the names of those who gave information to 
you, but you may protect yourself by not 
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disclosing any private information from your 
client. 

Mr. Butt."] Would that argument ajiply 
to an information confidentially confided to 
liim with regard to the petitioner ? 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald^ If the parties 
came in and volunteered to give iufonnatio]i, 

I do not see that there is .any protection for 
him, and I gather from the Witness that he 
had not personal comimniication with the 
jjarties, hut infonnatiou was sent to him 
from Longford ; am I right '! 

JFitmss.) Yes, my Lord. 

476. Mr. Serjeant .dmstruMy.] Are you agent 
for the petitioner? — Yes. 

477. Do you know Mr. Thomas Broderick? — 
Yes. 

478. Had you known him before the election? 

479. Do you know Mr. Jlicliael Lynch? — 
No. 

480. Do you know Alexander Burn? — I do 
not think so. 

481. Do you know Edward Dugg.an? — Yes. 

482. Do you know whether those geutlemen 
are all Catholics? — No, I do not know what 
tiiey are. 

483. Who told you that the Very Reverend 
Father Dawson was one of the intimidating 
people ? — No one told me. 

484. Did you imagine it ? — I did not. 

485. Did anybody write it to you ? — I got a 
memorandum. 

4S6. Who communicated it to you ? — Either 
Mr. Kirwiu or Mr. O’Donovau; it is over two 
mouths since I got it. I cannot say wliich 
told it. 

487. Was it in the sliaiie of a letter left at 
your office? — No; it was a slip of paper Mr. 
Kirudn handed me ; a little slip of paper like 
what reportersnse. 

488. Who is Mr. Kirwin? — He is in the em- 
ploy of Mr. Sullivan, in Dublin. 

489. One of the gentlemen who was with the 
mobs? — I do not know that he was with the mob. 

490. The well-known Mr. Sullivan ? — I sup- 
pose so. 

491. It was either that gentleman or O’Dono- 
van ? — Yes. 

492. Are they both in the employ of The 
Nation”? — I believe Mr. Sullivan is. 

493. You do not know what the other is? — 
No. 

494. Did you make any inquiry into the 
grounds ujiou which it was alleged that Rev. 
Mr. Dawson had intimated ? — I did not. 

495. Whatever the “ Nation” said to you ? 

— The “ Nation” said nothing to me. 

496. The editor of the “Nation”? — Nor him. 

497. His clerk? — Well. 

498. The Rev. Felix Dufty ; who told you 
that he was au intimidator ? 

Mr. Buit.J I would really like to take 
your Lordship’s opinion upon that. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] I should like the 
Seijeant to ask the Witness whether he has 
been in connection with Mr. Murtagh. 

499. Mr. Serjeant (to the TP'itness).] 

Did he ever tell you that the Rev. Felix Duify 
was an intimidator? — He did not. 

500. The Rev. Philip Duffy?— He did not. 

B 3 501. And 
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501. Anil tiie Rev. Patnclc Fitzgerald, was he 
an intimidatc.r? — 2\o. 

502. Tlie Rev. Jmwes Geoglicgan, was he an 
iijtimidator? — He did not say anything about it. 

503. The Rev. Patvich M^Naboe? — He did 
not. 

504. The Rev. Patrick JIurrny, was lie an iu- 
tlinidator ? — No. 

505. The Rev. Francis O’Farrell? — He did 
not. 

506. The Rev. James Reynolds? — He did 
not. 

507. What was your authority for inserting 
them iu this Bill of Pavticulare? 

Mr. Butt objected to the course of exa- 
mination. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'\ You will apply 
j’our exainination to the fact as to whether 
the Witness has been in any repeated com- 
iminication with Mr. .Vluiiagh. 

508. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong."] Are you aware 
that Mr. Murtagh took an active and an anxious 
part on the part of the opposition? — Yes. 

509. Have not you been constantly in coranui- 
nication ^vith him ? — I have not. 

510. You have seen him since the election, 
have you not? — Yes. 

511. Twice? — No, once, at my own office. 

512. Did he go into the matter? — No; he was 
about going into the matter, but his wife sent for 
him; she got impatient outside, and would not 
wait. 

513. How long ago is that? — Since the Bill of 
Particulars was furnished; it was early in the 
week. 

514. Did you ever see him, or speak to him till 
he came to tiongford ? — One evening I met him 
in Griffin-street, and I have not seen him since 
till now. 

515. You had no conversation with him at all 
upon it?— No. 

516. Did you ask him whether you were well 
informed by the gentlemen from the “ Nation” 
office ? — No. 

517. Or whether you were well advised ? — No, 
I told him to write his evidence, and send it to 
me. 

518. What evidence did lie send to you tire 
other day, on Saturday? — The evidence is 
briefed. 

519. Have you the little memoranda? — No, I 
have not. 

520. Wliat was it? — I merely glanced over it. 

521. What was it; did you invite him to call 
at your office ? — I think I met Mr. Murtagh one 
day in the “ Nation” office a few weeks ago, and 
I told him I required his evidence ; I think he 
was anxious himself to give it also. 

522. Then became the other day and gave the 
memoranda ? — Yes. 

523. Did you coi-respond with him in writins ? 
—No. 

524. Did you ever see his wi'iting ? — No. 

525. How do you know that he wrote it ? — 
Because he left, it in my office. 

526. How do you know ? — My clerks told me. 

527. That is all you know about it? — Yes. 

628. What did the memoranda say about Mr. 

Skelley ? — 

Mr, Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald overruled the ob- 
jection. 



529. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] Was there not 
a word said about Mr. Skelley having intimidated 
Mr. hlurtagh ? — I knew that he did not intimidate 
him, because Mr. Murtagli voted for Mr. Martin 
and proposed liiiu. 

530. Was there anything in it about his being 
intimidated ? — There was sometliing in the me- 
morandum about Mr. Skelley ; I do not remem- 
her ilie substance of it; I was in a huiTy. 

531. What time of tlie day was it? — Tn the 
morning ; he had beeu there the evening before. 

532. You were told so; you got it directly 
when you went to your office ! — Yes. 

533. You had not been tlierc the nightbefore? 
— No. 

. 534 . And you liad no pre-\-ious instruction 
wliatever as to any part ot Mr."Muvtagh’s evi- 
dence ? — Nothing. 

535. Do you mean to say that Mr. Murtaerh’s 
evidence was all made out Saturday mornlng'1' — 
Every ivovd of it, except wliat I knew myself 
that he would note. 

536. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] Was this Satur- 
day morning last the first time you heard of 
Father Skelley’s name? — I often beard Father 
Skelley’s name. 

537. I mean in connection with the election or 
with the matter involved in this Petition ?— Yes, 
it was the first time ; I had not a particle of evi- 
dence of his interference at all before. 

538. Mr. Serjeant jlms/j-ong.] You knew the 
order to give tliese particulars "bears date the 8th 
of March 1870? — Yes. 

539. And either yourself or somebody from 
your office ivas in attendance ? — It ivas made on 
consent. 

540. You liad till the 19th of March to give 
the particulars? — Yes. 

541. Between the date of the order and the 
19th of March, did you make any inquiry from 
any person ^vhatever as to intiniidators ? — I 
did not. 

542. You left it to anybody ? — I had informa- 
tion before tliat. 

543. Did you make any further inquiry as to 
the dates of tlieir intimidating ? - I did uot. 

544. Does Mr. Murtagh generally live in 
Dublin ? — He is residing in Dublin for a short 
time. 

545. Have you a great many other cases of 
this sort to present, for discovering new evidence 
on Saturday ? — I liave not. 

646. Are there many others ? — Yes. 

547. Ai-e there any others? — There are one 
or two only. 

548. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] When did you 
first see Mr. Murtagh m reference to this Pe- 
tition ? — I never saw him specially in reference 
to the Petition, except one day that he called at 
my office about a week ago ; but I saw him about 
tliree weeks ago casually, or it might be a month, 
in Mr. Sullivan’s office iu Dublin ; and, at that 
time, I told him that I would requfre to write 
out his evidence for him. 

549. About three weeks or a month ago? — 
Yes. 

550. Did you make no inquiry from him, as to 
what be could prove ; a vertjal inquiry ?— No- 

551. You knew that he had taken an interest 
in the election ? — Yes. 

552. And as to the general features upon 
which he could give evidence ? — Yes. 

553. But you did not know what he could spe- 
cifically state? — With the exception of what 

came 
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came under niy own otscrvatiou ; I knew several 
things of my own knowledge, that I knew he 
could pi’ove. I knew tliat he wi>ukl pro\'e what 

i )assed on the 9th of Jfovember, at Ballyinalian, 
)ecause I was there myself. 

554. Was it since the order of the 8th of 
March that you asked him to give a statement 
of his evidence ? — It was beibve the 8tli of 



March I first san- him, because I was not in Ire- Mr. 
land after the 8tli of Slareh, for a few days. G. Sanley, 

Mr. Justice Fitzyemld ruled that the Bill g}} Murcli 
of Particulars might be amended by insert- 1870. 
iug Mr. Mnrtaglfs name. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



James B. MuniAGH, recalled; Examined by Mr. Eihuw. 

555. You say that you saw Father Skelic-y on think he said tliat they were partly uneducated J. B. 

the Sunday? — Yes. people; that I. going in pursuit of my business Murtagh- 

556. Where was it? — I saw him walking up might have my lirains knocked open with a 

and down outside the parish chapel ; I went stone ; that such things had occurred, and no 

into chape! to assist at Mass. doubt it must be a very dangerous thing for me 

557. Was it after Mass was over? — Yes; he to be in the Jiead and front of the Martin Coin- 

then asked me over to liis house. mittee. 

558. Just tell us what passed between you ; 5G1. When you say about names, do you re- 

was anybody else by, besides yourself and him? collect his naming any persim in particular: he 

— There were one or two parties by, but one of said that j'ou might be called ugly names ? — He 
these was n lady, and another a clergyman said I might be called Fenians, Orangemen, 
eating his breakfast; and I do not think they Garibaldiaus, and priest hunters. 

were paying a gi’eat deal of attention to onr con- 562. You say that he said every engine would 
versatiou, which was on the election. be used; did lie name any in particular? — He 

559. Tell us the substance of what passed be- said, ‘''Of course you arc aware what infiu- 
tweeu you and Father Skelley? — He said he ence the Catholic clergy have, and what resources 
believed that there had been a very exciting day they e.an avail themselves of. If tliey denounce 
in Longford on the previous day. I said it was off the altar a man which they are prosecuting, 
so. He said he was verv sorry that things should sucli a candidature, I need not tell you what 
come to such a pass that t!ie Roman Catholic effect it would ha\e upon the pcoiile of the 
clergymen should happen to be on one side, and county. No matter liow popular Mr. M.ii-tin may 
the Roman Catholic people on the other side in a be, it will bear with very little weight against the 
political matter. I said I did not believe of my great influence of the clergy.*’ 

own knowledge that that was the feeling of the 563. What did you say to him when he said 
people; however, that I would not venture any that? — 1 was hoarse from the prenous day’s 
very strong opinions upon the matter. Father speaking, and I said very little. I ga^■e Father 
Skelley said that he had known me, and t 'ok a Skelley to understand that I would wait as quietly 
great interest in me ; in fact, it is a very long as I possibly could a fresh meeting of the clergy, 
story. He gave a history of the meeting at the which he was to have convened at the end of the 
College as well as he knew it; how the meeting week. I also fold him that I was pledged t(.» the 
of the clergy was about separatingwithout coming Martin Committee to go to Ballymahon the fol- 

to any conclusion as to the adoption of Mr. lowing Thursday, and that whatever I pledged 

Greville Nugent until the lleverena Dr. Dawson myself to do I would do it. 
came in and had the meeting called to order 564. Did you part with him that day?— -We 
again, and the whole matter gone into again, and parted on that occasion. 

succeeded in obtaining the voices of the majority 565. Did j'ou go to Ballymahon to the meeting 
of the clergy for hir. Greville-Nugent. As well on the following Thursday ? — I did. 
as I recollect, Father Skellev continued that he 566. As far as you know, was there any mob 
rather regretted it; that he did not believe Mr. brought by the Martin party to that meeting ? — 
Greville-Nugent was as good a ilember as Mr. I think I ought to knoiv a great deal about it. I 
Martin would be, but he feared that the clergy of wish you would put the question in some other 
the diocese were pledged without any hope of form. 

petting out of it. He said that he would use Ids 567. Mr. Serjeant Would you fix 

influence to get a uew meeting of the clergy the day ? — I do not know tlie day of the 
called during the end of the coming week, and month. 

see if there was any loop in the agreement of the 568. Mr. Exham . — The first was on the 9th ; 

clergy about Mr. Greville, through which he was there a large crowd of people at that meet- 
could pull them, and he warned me, or advised ing ? — There was. 

me, or begged of me, aa the clergy seemed, and • 569. Was there any portion of that crowd paid 
most probaoly would remain to the end, deter- for or hired to your knowledge ? — I directed a 
mined to prosecute the election for Mr. Greville- gentleman in Ballymahon to distribute three 
Nugent, not only voting themselves, but obtain- pounds’ worth of refreshments of whatever kind 
ing votes ; he warned me that every engine at the crowd would take, whether in bread, or 
their disposal would be used against me and porter, or whisky, after the day’s proceedings 
against those with whom 1 was working. were over. 

560. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] You use the 570. And, with that exception, was there to 
language now which he used? — He used the your knowledge any money provided or spent for 
word “ I warn,” as one he took an interest in. bringingthat crowd together ? — No. 

He warned me not to run the risk of having ugly 571. Do you know of your own knowledge 
things said of me, haviv.g myself called names ; where that crowd came from ? — I know that the 
that there was no knowing what effect such things greater part of the crowd were of the Longford 
would have upon the people of the county. I men. 

178. b 4 572. Did 
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572. Did yoxi know many of them personally? 
— I did ; it is incidental to my business that I 
should kuow a great mimbcr of the comitiy 
jieople. I should say also that I issued printed 
circuIai'Sj printed at the ‘'Longford Journal ’’office, 
to all the county of Longford, asking all those 
who were interested to come in. 

573. About how many peoide were present 
at the meeting? — Tliere was present at tlie 
meeting the -ndiolc population of Ballymahon; 
all those who resort there on the market day ; 
and I should suppose 400 or 500 young men, 
U'hat you call able-bodied fighting men, who had 
all come there to market ; that would make it 
about equal to 2,000 or 3,000, men, women, and 
children. 

574. While the meeting was going on, was 
there any iuterruption of it? — The Martin Com- 
mittee spoke from the hotel stejis ; there are .step.? 
in front of the house, closely adjoining the head 
hotel, and just as I had ceased speaking and gone 
into the hotel, I perceived that Mr. Tlioraas Max- 
well, Mr. Roiialct Maxwell, Mi'. Eugene Maxwell, 
Father Smith, and Father Geoghegan, had estah- 
lishecl ihemsclvcs on the steps ani attempted to 
dra\v away the attention of the people from us. 
There was a INXr. Keaghan, a sliopkeeiicr in lially- 
mahon, who madchimself very conspicuoiisby hoot- 
ing at ei-ery one of the Martin Committee, and 
some of the jicople in the crowd got enraged at 
being called names, and attempted to pull this Sir. 
Hegan or Keghan down off tlie steps ; and my 
brother, who was iu his office, the other side of 
the street, ran over and exerted his influence to 
save this man. 

575. Did you hear any of the names that were 
made use of? — Yes; Garibaldians, priest hunters, 
Fenians, and all that sort, of thing; Orangemen. 

576. Were those names called out loudly? — 
As loud as the music of the baud whicli we had 
in our pay and the cheering of tlie enthusiastic 
crowd would permit. 

577. As far aa you are concerned, have you 
any reason to know that there was any truth 
whateTev in those cries ? — I have never been a 
Fenian or an Orangeman, and I never fought under 
Joseph Garibaldi. I do not kuow that there is 
any truth in that matter, nor do I remember 
having hunted a clergyman of my own parish. 

578. Did that attempt at disturbance continue 
for any length of time ? — Within the space of 
about 10 minutes 011 those steps, and some of the 
gentlemen attempting to create it saw that they 
were in very dangerous quarters, as the crowd 
was getting very excited and angry, and they 
moved the adjournment to the mall in front of 
the priest’s house, at the upper end of the town ; 
we followed them with a tremendous crowd of 
some 3,000_pecjile ; and I spoke to Mr. Maxwell 
and told Iiim it was running Ins head against a 
stone wall, and that the town was evidently in 
favour of Mr. Martin, as far as we could see, and 
not to ]>rovoke the breach of the peace. Mr. 
Maxwell came down off the mall of the reverend 
pntleman, and we adjourned to Fatlier Smith’s 
house, where we liad a glass of wine after it was 
over, and the committee and myself told Father 
Smith that we had dissolved the meeting without 
going any further ; we were content with what 
Ave had seen. I brought Father Smith up the 
steps, and advised the j^eople so assembled to 
support Mr. Martin, and I urged the people to 
go home and commit no violence, and the county 
inspector was a witness of the whole thing. 



579. Except that disturbance of these gentle- 
men trying to interrupt your meeting, was there 
any disturbance at Ballymahon that day?— Kot 
any disturbance except by the crowd wliich they 
had employed. 

.580. "Was there any stone throwing? — Bo. 

581. No sticks? — Sticks Avere flourished but 
not used. 

582. About Avhat o’clock did you leave Bally- 
mahon ou that evening ? — It Avas in December, 
nnd to the host of my belief I left it at about three 
o’clock. I am open to correction from any of the 
gentlemen Avho Avei'c there. 

583. Wlaat vehicle Avere you on?— I Avaa di-w- 
Ing, Avith a livery servant, iu my oavu gig. 

564. And Avcrc there any carriages or vehicles 
folloAviiig ? — There Avere two vehicles following, 
one of them draAA’n by two horses. 

585. And were the Martin Committee there 
Avith their friends ? — Tiie Martin Committee got 
back as Avell as they could. 

586. As you Avere going hoiiAe from the meet- 
ing, did anything happen ? — About 200, or it may 
be 300, yards the Longford side of M'Giff, the 
servant and myself, nnd a labouring man wiiom 
I gave a scat to, Avere startled by hearing the 
report of a pistol, and also by seeinga flash across 
our eyes. I looked around me and saAv a man 
jumping out of the gripe. The ditch is on the 
side of the gripe, one of those new county ditches ; 
there Avas inside that a gripe, and inside that a 
half reclaimed bog. He fired across the ditch 
AA'ith a ])lstol. whether it w-aa a revolver or an 
old Queen Anne’s I do not kiiOAv. 

587. You saAv Avhat Avas fired? — I saAV what 
Avas fired, and the nvan running aAVay. 

588. It Avas fired in the direction of your • 
vehicle ? — It Avas fired at my vehicle, to the best 
of iny belief. 

589. Who Avas Avith you that day in Bally- 
mahon? — Mr. Sullivan of the “ Weekly News,” 
Mr. Hanley, solicitor. You are asking for all? 

590. Yes, that you recollect? — Well, there 
Avere five or six voters from Longford. One or 
two of them .are petitioners in this case. 

591. Now you heard Mr. MaxAvell say to-day 
that Mr. Meauey was Avith you; Avas that the 
case? — No; I never attended any meeting in 
the company of that illustrious stranger. 

592. And ho certainly Avas not at Ballyma- 
hon that (lay? — And he certainly Avas not at 
Ballymahon that day, or any other day, in my 
company. 

593. Might he have been at the meeting and 
taken a part in it Avitlioiit your knowledge? — 
No, he could not at all. 

Mr. Justice I doubt whether 

you have been applying yourself to tbe same 
meeting that Mr. Maxwell spoke of, for I 
understood from MaxAvell that tlie first 
meeting at Ballymahon passed off quietly, 
and that It was to the second or other meet- 
ing that he applied his evidence. 

594. Mr. Exham.'] Were yon present at any 
other meeting at Ballymahon, except that one?— 
Certainly not. 

595. And the day that you were tliere you 
saw Maxwell with Father Smith and Father 
Cohen ? — I saAV him and spoke to him. 

596. That Avas the only time you were there 
at a meeting ? — That w’as the only lime I was 
tliere on business at all. 

597. And Mr. Stephen Joseph Meaney Avas 

not 
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not there on that day ? — No ; nor do I know 
that he was in the country at all at that time. _ 

598. Now, do you recollect the next day being 
in Lonf^ford, the day after the Ballymahoii meet- 
ing ? — f do. 

599. After that meeting at Ballyinahon, after 
that day, did you observe any change with re- 
gard to the candidature of Mr. Martin? — I per- 
ceived that the friends of Mr. Greville were 
evidently beginning to get on the alert, and we 
understood that very strict jneasures, perhaps 
coercive measures, would be brought to bear to 
put down our candidature. 

Mr. McLaugMan objected to this being 
accepted as evidence. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said, he did not 
think the last answer could be received as 
evidence. "What the IVitness had to do was 
just to answer the questions put by counsel, 
and not stray beyond them. 

600. Mr. Exkam'\ After that meeting at 
Ballymahon, did any persons, who to your know- 
ledge were voters for the county, refuse to vote 
for'iCklr. Martin, alleging any grounds of appre- 
hension ? — 



Mr. Justice To him ? 

601. Mr. Fxluitn.2 To him. (To JJ'ibiess.) To 
yourself personally ? — No. 

602. Now I will go the meeting the day after. 
Were you present in Longford at the meeting 
after that at Ballymahon? — I was. 

603. Did you see any of the clergy after that 
meeting in Longford? — On the day after the 
Ballymahon meeting? 

604. Yes?— I did. 

605. Which of them ?— I saw seven or eight 
clergymen. 

606. Had you conversations with any ot 
them ? — I had with seven or eight. 

607. Were you at the meeting yourself ? —I 
was at the meeting. 

608. Mr. Justice In Longford? 

609. Mr. Bxham.} In Longford ? 

610. Where was it?— In the court-house. 

611. Was that the day when Mr. Greville was 
formally announced as a candidate ? — It was. 

612. Did you see any procession coming clown 
that day to the court-house ? — I was standing in 
the main street, when I saw a very large mob of 
men armed with sticks, coming from the direction 
of the college, as well as I recollect, with a white 
banner with a cross on it, and they shouted for 
Greville. 

613. Coming from the direction of the college? 

Yes; that is, they came up the street that leads 

to the college, and wheeled round the corner 
down the main street, and they took possession 
of the court-house here. 

614. Did you see any member of the clergy 
coming down to the court-house at that time ? — 
I thin^ I met all that were present at the meet- 
ing that day. 

615. Now how manjr were they? — Some 16 
or 18, perhaps 20 ; I did not count them. 

616. Did they march in a body?— I was stand- 
ing in the hall of “ Sutcliffe’s Hotel ” on my way 
inw the court-house when the Eoman Catholic 
clei^y, from the nature of the place, had to file 
by me one after the other. 

617. And had you observed them previously 
to that, coming down the street? — I had, 

178. 



618. As they were coming down the street, 
were tliey walking in a body ? — I think some of 
them were with their pavisfuoners who were in 
this crowd ; they seemed to be walking near with 
them; others walked in a body, seven, or eight, 
or ten. 

619. How far were they from that body with 
the banner ? — The large body of men came down 
the town, and took possession of tlie court-liouse, 
in or about the same time that the clergy came 
into the hotel. 

620. Then was it a continuous procession, or 
was there any intervening space between the 
first body and the clergy ! — Oh, no, they both 
came at one time, but the clergy could have 
come n'ithout my seeing them before. 

621. Now, were you in Longford on the day 
of the nomination ? — I was. 

622. You proposed Martin, I believe? — I had 
the honour. 

623. That day was there a crowd in Long- 
ford ? — There was a great crowd in Longford. 

624. Did you see any persons or any crowd in 
the interests of Greville? — I saw a very large 
crowd in the interests of Greville, a crowd of 
some 3,000 at a fair computation. 

625. lYill you tell me what was the appearance 
and description of the persons in that crowd? — 
They seemed to be generally respectable looldng 
country boys, nothing of the rowtiy about them, 
only they were shouting and waving sticks, with 
coats and tweed trowsers ; the generality of the 
crowd, with the exception of the mob of the 
town, that constituted, the Greville party. I 
could not do them justice. 

626. Was there much noise going on that day? 
— There was a general uproar. 

627. Was there a Martin crowd that day ? — 
There was. 

628. Which was the largest ? — We had about 
1,300 men in our crowd, fully counted. 

629. Where had that crowd come from? — 
There came from the neighbourhood of Bally- 
mahon some 400 or 500 men ; there came from 
Eathcline and the parish of Cashel, and down 
towards the Shannon side, 600 or 700 more, and 
400, or thereabouts, from Caiuro, the other side 
of the Shannon, in Eoscommou, who volunieered 
their services. 

630. Where were you on the day of the poll- 
ing ? — I came up to one of the Martin committee- 
rooms, just opposite the court-house, and I went 
from that and voted, and I did not think it quite 
prudent to be on the street any time after th.at, 
for when I was going over to vote I ivas assailed 
with groans and hisses and offensive cries, and 
all that sort of thing. 

631. That is not the letter book? — It is the 
wi'ong letter book. 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLaugMan. 

632. I will trouble you for that letter ; we will 
look at it. {The Utter was handed to the learned 
Counsel.') 

633. I think you said, in answer to my leamea 
friend, that you were a prominent man in this 
affair ?— I was. 

634. I do not know whether I rightly caught 
what you said, as conveying that you were the 
most prominent of all the Martin men ? — When 
I said I was a prominent man, I meant in the 
sense that it was I who proposed his name as a 
fit and proper person in private committee, and 
in this cou^^house in public afterwards. 

Q 635. I thought 
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635. I thought I understood you to say you 
•were the first who selected Ifim, first, privately iu 
your o-wn house, and secondly, publicly in the 
street? — Yes. 

636. Who were the committee now, may I 
ask ?— The committee consisted of 10 or 12 voters 
of the county Lougford. 

637. I will trouble you to give the names of 
as many as you recollect? — Mr. John Quinn, of 
Longford; William Morrow, of Longford; 
Mr. Thomas Brocliick, he is one of the petitioners ; 
Mr. Edward Duggan. 

638. lie is anotKer of the petitioners ; is he in 
yonr erapkiy ? — He is. 

639. A clerk, or what? — A traveller and corn 
buyer. 

640. Ts Broflrick in ytnir employ ? — He is 
not. 

641. "Was he ? — He as a manager of a flax 
mill. 

642. Now that is four, I think? — The names 
of all the others I do not well recollect. 

643. Tliat arises, no doubt,from their prominent 
position as respectable members of the constitu- 
ency? — It arises from the fact that the committee 
hardly ever met ali together, and I never trou- 
bled iny head to read the list of the com- 
mittee. 

644. You acted q^uite on you own responsi- 
bility ? — No, no. 

646. What then ; was there any one with you 
when you told the Rev. Mr. Skelly that what- 
ever you jfiedged yourself to do you would do, 
and that you must await with interest and anxiety 
tlie second meeting of the clergy? — I said there 
was a man eating bis breakfast, and a lady. 

646. And therefore when a man is eating his 
breakfast he is incapable of talking? — I did not 
say so. He was talking with the lady iu the 



i*oom. 

647. Did you not act as dictator in this busi- 
ness, without reference to the committee ? — Most 
decidedly not. There were no negotiations. 

648. When a man talks with another about 
a public matter, in respect of which there is dif- 
ference of opinion, there are no negotiations ? — 
I did not say so. 

649. You were rather rhetorical you know, 
just now ? — I was not rhetorical. 

650. You were not rhetorical; did not you 
call Mr. Joseph Meaney the “ illustrious stran- 
ger” ? — I did. 

651. Why did you refer to him in this very 
grotesque way ? — 1 do not know him. 

652. Then how could you so describe a man 
that you do not know ? — Oh, that is simplj' be- 
cause Gre-ville’s friends have laid a particular 
stress, and made him illustrious by frequently 
repeating his name. 

653. On your solemn oath, as a man of educar- 
tion and position, do you not know him ? — On my 
solemn oath I do not know him. 

654. Did you not convey to his Lordship in 
direct examination that you purmosely avoided 
that man ? — I am not aware that I did. I do not 
know that I conveyed it. I simply said he was 
not at any meeting in Ballymabon with me. 

655. Then you are unable ■to tell what yo'ui' 
counsel meant by trying to exclude you from 
any connection with Mr. Stephen Joseph Meaney ? 
— I was perfectly well aware what counsel meant 
in doing it. I asked my counsel to put that 
matter to me •with a view of exculpating me from 
ha-ying been in the company of a gentleman who 



came and volunteered his services, from we know 
not wheiice, and refused to go away when he was 
invited to do so. 

656. I know whence; there I have the advan- 
tage of you ; now was not it of importance that 
your counsel, as you have correctly described my 
leavued friends, should bring out the fact that 
you liad not soiled your hand with pitch, meaning 
thereby Mr. Stephen Joseph Meaney? — I do not 
know him. 

057. Are you paying liiin whom you call yom 
Counsel? — I beg your pardon. My counsel? 

658. 1 beg your pardon ; “ iny couusel,” yon 
said in a most dictatorial manner ? — If I did. 

659. Now you [mrposcly abstained, or perhaps 
accidentally, from Mr. ifosepli Meaney? — I do 
not like to keep coinjiany with people whom I do 
not know something of. 

660. You are quite right, that is what all the 
convicts of the country think about the police ; 
did you never hear of him? — I did from the 
public papers. 

661. Did you ever shake hands with him? — I 
am not aware that I ever did. 

662. There is a gentleman you call a particular 
friend, Christopher Reynolds ; did you ever shake 
hands with liim in a most dogmatic wav in the 
sight of Mr. Reynolds ; now, on your honour, did 
you not ? — On my honour I do not kuow. 

663. Did you ever meet him when he was filled 
with patriotism and rum punch ? — I am not aware 
whether he is a patriot, or was ever filled with rum 
punch. 

664. Is it not a fact that Mr. Joseph Meaney 
was one of your best and most prominent mana- 
gers, yes or no ; now do not answer rhetorically ; 
you may explain afterwards? — It is not a fact. 

665. It is not a fact? — It is not a fact. 

666. Tliat is a fair answer. Did you hear the 
list of election agents read out here with some im- 
portance on the opposite side, as our election 
agents, the attorneys, and all ; you were sitting 
over tiiere with your counsel ? — I heard that, but 
I did not fasten on any name. 

667. Now you will pei*fonn that operation, if 
yon please ; you heard the list of persons whom I 
aftevwai-ds designated as attorneys, did not ye n ; 
were not yoir attending? — I was. 

668. "Was not it of some consequence to bring 
out that those people were election agents for 
Greville-Nugeut in this case ; did it not occur- 
to you ? — I do not know. 

669. You did not think your counsel were doing 
wrong in doing tliat ? — I did not know what the 
object of my counsel was in establishing that fact. 

670. Was it Longfoiti or Ballymabon that you 
graced by your presence ; see what a faculty of 
imitation I have ; on the day of the polling ? 
Longford. 

671. Upon your solemn oath, was not Mx- 
Joseph Meaney the conducting agent in tiiis court, 
the poll inspector, ye.s or no ? — On my sole^ 
oath, Mr. Joseph Meaney was in the court; but 
whether he was acting as conducting agent, or had 
power from the committee or not, I am not aware. 

672. Upon your oath, did you see him,_ordid 
you not see him? — Upon, my oath I did see 

673. Did you poll at this booth yourself.— 't 

think I polled here. _ , 

674. Did you not hand your cards, if you used 
cards, to Mr. Joseph Meaney ? — I used no car^. 

• 675. Was not .Meaney the man who superin- 
tended the poll for you ; will you sweai’ he was 
not '■ 
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not? — I will swear he was staucliug talking with 
them, with Rile}', one of GreriUe’a agents; I do 
not know what they were doing or saying. 

676. Now will you say that you have not an 
object in trying to keep yourself clear of Mr. 
Joseph Meancy? — The very same object that I 
have in keeping myself free from contamination 
with any person whom I do not know. 

677. Do you really say, as a man who knows 
the history of the country, that you do not know 
■who Mr. Joseph Meauey really is ? — I have road 
in the newspapers about him, but I am very far 
from sayiug that enables me to know him. 

67 T suppose you would require the record to 
prow that lie is a convicted felon, and all that, 
swindli)^ and so on? — Yes. 

679. Did you not say, in answer to my learned 
friend, that you were not aware of ever haidng 
been a Fenian ; that you had not ever been charac- 
terised as a Garibaldian, and that you were not 
aware of having hunted a priest? — Yes. 

680. You would think itareproach to be called 
aFerian? — I would, certainly. 

681. “ Show me your company, and I will tell 
you who you are,” is an old proverb? — It is an 
old proverb. 

682. This was not a Fenian procession at .all, 
or anything of that sort ? — Certainly not 

683. And that being so, Mr. Joseph Meaney 
was the conducting agent in this court where you 

E oiled ? — I am not aware of anything of the 
ind. 

684. Will you deny it?— I cannot certainly, 
not knowing. 

685. Was he one of the committee ? — He was 
not; certainly not. 

686. Then you know exactly what he was? — 
I told you before, I do not know what Mr. 
Stephen Joseph Meaney was. 

687. Would you be astonished to find that 
Mr. Stephen Joseph Meaney produced a deputa- 
tion as a deputation of authority signed by Mr. 
Hanley ? — I ■would not be astouisbeu. I am not 
accountable for Mr. Hanley. 

688. Was not he a paid agent for you? — I am 
not aware. 

689. Didnotyon subscribe largely yourself? — 
I never paid Mr. Meaney anything; I never 
gave to any person to give to him. 

690. Is it not pai-t of the e.xpenditure that !Mi-. 
Meaney shall be paid ?— There is no consiileration 
for Mr! Meaney m our accounts. 

691. You think he did it from pure love? — I 
do not believe he came here for any such purpose. 

692. What then? — The question of what he 
came about, 1 avoided. 

693. Your mind is a blank ? — A blank. 

694. Is he to be paid ; is anything to be given 
to him? — I am not aware. 

69.5. Do you believe, if it is possible to get 
money out of a solid rock, Mr. Stephen Joseph 
Meaney won't get it? — I believe his chances of 
getting money out of us are very poor. 

696- l^on your oath, did not one of your 
li-iends offer him money to go out of the to^wn in 
the odour of sanctity ; you know the expression, 
being a pious Catholic? — A Dublin gentleman 
happened to be down here. 

697. And you deputed him to pay him off? — 
No, I did not depute him to pay him off. I asked 
the Dublin gentleman if he had sent down Mr. 
jiieaney here, and knew what business Meaney 
here, or knew any party who had sent do-wn 
TVreaney to interest hiinself in the cause of Martin. 
178. 



He said he did not. I replied tiiat, under the 
circumstances, I felt that he w.as ra^er in the 
way here, and bringing discredit on the cause, 
and that if tliis gentleman paid Mr. Meancy his 
fare to Dublin to get shut of him, the committee 
would be responsible for the amount of the fare 
home. 

698. Then if you could get shut of him, to use 
your classical expression, the committee would 
bear the responsibility ? — Ceitaiuly. 

699. In point of fact, you would have regarded 
it now as a reproach, to have been associated with 
Mr. Joseph Meaney in this business? — I would, 
certainly. 

700. I suppose you think Mr. D. V. Sullivan 
you would not think it a reproach to be as- 
sociated with that gentleman, of whom I sjieak 
with great respect? — I do not think it a reproach 
to say I liave known him for years. 

701. Now he was one of the most prominent 
organisei’S in this business ? — I do not know wliat 
you call an organiser. 

702. Then your education inust have been 
greatly neglected? — I do not undei’stand the 
application. He made three, or fom-, or five 
speeches. 

703. Did not he make the last dying speech 
and declaration here? — Yes. 

704. Were you in Crown-court at the last 
assizes when Bonnivan swore that Sullivan was 
in the street with them on the occasion then in- 
quired into, with Mr. Stephen Joseph Meaney ? 
— I was not in the court. 

705. Did you heai' a counsel uamedMcLaugh- 
lan, who was defending the prisoner, call for Mr. 
Joseph Sleaney? — I was not iu the town in that 
case. 

706. What have you promised or giver.? — 
Ten guineas. 

707. Are you going to say that; you arc now 
on your oath trj’mg to take the seat? — On my 
oath, I have no intentions. 

708. Your mind is a perfect blank ?— I do not 
know. 

709. Yon will he a confirmed lunatic then 
soon if you go on in this way ; did you give any 
money towards this Ba^mahon organisation? 
Is there a committee ? — The committee that has 
always acted in this matter. 

710. That is rensomug in a circle ; but you do 
not understand that ; what is promised by that 
committee, or friends of that committee, as the 
gross subscriptions? — Ido not know what the gross 
subscriptions are. 

711. Is it 1,000 guineas ? — I am sorry it is 
not. 

712. Is it 100 guineas? — I hope it will be. 

713. Any advance on a hundred; come? — I 
cannot say what the gross amount of the sub- 
scriptions is. 

714. Had you any communication at all with 
Martin before you threw yourself into the breach 
in that way ? — No. 

715. And said, “ God defend the right.” I 
think you 6.iid something of that sort ? — I had no 
communication whatever. 

716. When you said, “ God defend the right,” 
did you mean with sticks? — No, I do not think 
so. 

717. Moral suasion perhaps, from beyond the 
Shannon ; now was it moral suasion ? — 1 had no 
such views in my mind ; I meant a fair field, and 
no favour. 

c 2 718. Now 
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718. Kow tell me this, now yoii have had time, 
think over it, how mucli do you intend, to give? 
— I hare no intentions formed. 

719. Do you intend to leave them in the 
lurch ?— I am not in tlie habit of doing so._ 

720. Kow, say how much you are going to 
stump up ?— I won’t say. 

721. That is not, upon your oath, the whole 
truth. God defend the right and take care of 
the cash-box. I think you are rather yroud of 
the party throughout this whole business ? — 

I am. 

722. Perfectly proud? — A little pride and a 
little regret. 

723. A slight top-dressing of regret; did you 
tiiink that the Rev. Mr. Seely intended _ to have 
you murdered ? — I never did believe he iutended 
anything of the kind; I never imagined that 
about him or any reverend gentleman. 

724. You did not think he had anything to do 
with the firing of that gun ? — Certainly not. . 

725. I beliei'C you went immediately and 
severe an information ? — I did not do anything of 
the kind. 

726. Odd, was not that odd? — I will assign 
the reason. I thought the fact of this being pub- 
lished that firearms had been used against the 
friends of Martin might intimidate some of them 
from acting up to the part they had promised to 
do, and on the grounds of simple policy I re- 
frained. I had a conversation for an hour with 
the county inspector a day or two afterwards. 
He asked me if it was true, and I told him it 
was, and tliat I could give no information as to 
the p.artics who fired. 

727. Upon your oath, did not you make a 
martyr of yourself about this business, and pro- 
claim far and near what a narrow escape for your 
life )mn had had? — On the contvaiy, I contra- 
dicted it on every occasion when I possibly could. 

728. Contmdieted it; is that true? — Instead 
of procl.aiming it I hushed it up. 

729. Said it was all imagination? — I told them 
not to believe in general rumours. 

730. General rumours coming out of a pistol; 
did you ever take much pai't befbro in an elec- 
tion ? — Never. 

731. Were not Mr. Skelley and you rightgood 
friends, and I go so far as to say jolly? — No, I 
think not. 

732. Did not he give you friendly advice in a 
quiet way ? — He did. 

733. On that occasion did not you go and have 
a drink at least to the extent of a glass of wine ? 
—I did. 

734. Nobody charged you with having sold the 
people by going over to the clergy ; would you 
call that treating, you being a voter ? — Under the 
circumstances I call it very serviceable treating, 
for I was tired out, having been speaking, and 
that glass of wine was reireshing. 

735. Did Father Skelly, yea or nay, try to in- 
timidate yon? — So much effect had Father 
Skeliy’s advice on me, that from the day of the 
Ballymahon meeting until the day of me pro- 
posing of Mr. Martin, I abstained from all piiblic 
meetings, and from nearly all public proceedings 
on behalf of Martin. 

736. Did he intimidate you, or not? — He in- 
timidated me to the extent I told you. 

737. And " advice” was the word you used. 
Had it the sanction of your own judgment, or was 
it, perhaps, coercive, to use your own language ? 
— When J, had Father Skeliy’s advice. 



738. Had it the sanction of your own judg- 
ment upon the whole ? — It had. 

739. ifou say from that meeting you abstained 
from taking any part in public affairs? — No, I 
abstained From taking such a pi-omineut part as 
up to that period. 

740. Now tl\at affair occurred on the 9th De- 
cember ? — It occurred on some Sunday early in 
December. 

741. Sunday, was it? — Yes. 

742. "Was it before or after tlie lOtli Decem- 
ber, do you know ? — I do not know without some 
almanack. 

743. I believe it was rather before it. Did 
ever you withdraw Mr. Martin from your self- 
created candidature in order to preserve peace 
between the people and the clergy ? — I did. 

744. Then this is true : “ On Friday, Decem- 
ber 10th, the people and priests of the county, 
held a public meeting in the Longford court- 
house,. to choose a candidate to represent them in 
Parliament, John Maxwell, Esq.,M. r., in the 
chair; on tlmt occasion, Mr. Grevillo Nugent, 
the son of the late honest representative, was 
selected, and Mr. J araes 13. Murtagh” ; I presume 
that is you ? — Yes. 

745. " Publicly withdrew Mr. Martin from 
the contest, sooner than create division between 
the people, or separate any of them front their 
clergy, and for doing so he was much ap- 
plauded.” ? — I was, and I wish you to thoroughly 
understand the whole thing. I was very much 
influenced by Father Skclly’a advice in the pro- 
ceeding, seeing he held no meeting of tlie clergy 
to enable tliem to see if they could get out of 
their agreement, but that on the contrary, it was 
only confirming tliem in tlieir adhesion to Mr. 
Reginald Grcville Nugent; I took upon myself, 
and it was a thing I was informed I had no right 
to do afterwards, to withdraw Mr. Martin in the 
interests of tlie peace. I went to the committee- 
rooms, and endeavoured to bring the committee 
round to my views., and the whole question, but 
I utterly failed. 

746. I believe Mr. Stephen Joseph Meaney, 
was against the withdrawal? — I never saw Mr. 
Stephen Joseph Meaney on the subject at all. 

747. I believe the Martinites demanded from 
yon on account of the money you got from Dub- 
lin? — I never got a remission. 

748. Did they, in foolish delusion, demand an 
account ? — Never. 

749. Did they not say anything about the 
money yon had got to carry on the war ? — Nothing 
of the kind. 

750. You never heard of it? — Never. 

751. Yon had no authority to withdraw Mar- 
tin ? — No. 

752. But you had perfect and plenarj' authority 

to put him up without consulting him?-yl _haa, 
and I can explain how. Mr. John Martin, is m 
the habit of writing letters to the papers on public 
affairs, and before he went to America he said 
he would force himself on no constituency, but 
that if any constituency in Ireland took him 
up and returned him to the Imperial Parliament, 
he would go there to look after their interest. 
Acting upon that, and also knowing Mr._ Martm 
intimately, I do not consider I was taking ^7 
great liberty with Mi-. Martin’s name, in puttmg 
him forward. . . 

753. Then Martin, declining to force himseu 
on the constituency, you did that for him ? — I 
not aware I did anything of the kind. __ 

® 754. Have 
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754. Have you one of those circulars yourself? 
— I have not. 

755. Wliy now, there must be plenty of them. 

I am sure they are plentiful, they are spread all 
over the county ? — I have no doubt there are 
great numbers ofthem. 

756. Before that meeting of the 10th of De- 
cember, when you withdrew the name of Martin, 
had you received a circular from the Rev. Mr. 
M'Gaver ? — Never. 

757. Did ever you see that before ? I suppose 
you have received a great number of those ? — I 
saw that. 

758. Your memory, then, is not quite so ac- 
curate. Listen to this; “ St. Mel’s, Longford, 
7 th December 1869. Dear Sir: — ” 

Mr. Butt objected to this being received 
as evidence. 

The fVimess.'] I saw it and read it ; that 
is quite enough for me. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald stated that as this 
was a circulai’ relating to the election, and 
the witness had seen it, he did not think it 
could be excluded. 

(A cojiy of the circular was handed to the 
learned Counsel for the petitioners.') 

Mr. Butt stated that he had no objection 
to its being put in if he received a copy of it. 

( The circular was put in.) 

759. Mr. McLaiighlan^ ‘'7th December 1869. 
Dear Sir,— To counteract the disturbance and 
agitation to which our county has lately been 
made a prey, and to save us from the further 
tuimoil which the Fenian raiders seem so anxious 
to bring upon ns, it has been considered advisable 
to bring together at once a respectable and re- 
sponsible representation of the electors of the 
county on Friday next, and I shaE feel greatly 
obliged if you could assist and aid us by the in- 
fluence of your presence at the meeting.” Did 
you not, having read that, £»o on the 10 th, thi'ee 
days afterwards, and withdraw Martin ? — I do 
not beEeve I saw that circular until long after- 
wards. 

760. You were wrong at first, were not you? 

761. Mr. Butt.l You asked him if he got one? 
— I said I did not, hut I said I had seen one, and 
to the best of my recaUection, where I saw it 
first, was at Shool the Sunday after. 

762. Mr. McLau^hlaii.'] Do you believe Mr. 
M'Gaver is out of his mind? — No. 

763. Do you tliiuk he would have omitted you, 
being the leading man, when he was sending the 
circulars ? — I have not accused him of sending 
them. 

764. On your oath, will you swear you did not 
see it before the day of the meeting? — On my 
oath, to the best of my beEef. 

765. 'Will you swear before you withdrew 
Martin, you had not read that circular ? — To the 
best of my belief, 1 never saw that circular 
before. 

766. Did you know the meeting was convened 
by Mr. M'Gaver ? — I knew it was convened by 
the clergy of the diocese. 

767. And you knew Jlr. M'Gaver was puh- 
Ecly held up in the newspapers as the leader of 
them ? — I did not. 

768. Your idea at first was that you would 
select a candidate on Nationalist principles ? — I 
am not aware that I had any such idea. 

769. I am aware, then, that you said it, and I 
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took down your words ? — I said on Liberal and 
Nationalist principles. 

770. What do you mean by that? — Well, I 
suppose that the Nationalist principle combines a 
great deal of what is understood as Liberal prin- 
ciples, and the further addition of repeal of the 
Union. 

771. And you think that is exactly Mr. Ste- 
phen Joseph Meaney’s notion, combining Meaney 
with you as partly Liberal? — I am not aware of 
Mr. Meaney’s notions. 

772. Upon your oath, do you mean, talking as 
an educated man,that as a definition of Nationalist 
principles ? — I do. 

773. Now tell me this : you were anxious to 
put up a gentleman connected with the Irish 
bar, a very distinguished member of the Irish 
bar ? — Yes. 

774. Then if you li.ad got him, if you had got 
near enough to put salt on his tai), you would 
not have had Martin ? — That you must allow me 
to explain ; I had not been in communication 
with Mr. Isaac Butt on the subject whatever. 

775. Now would you not have taken Mr. Butt; 
upon your oath; I am sorry to cross-examine 
you in the presence of the respectable gentle- 
man ; if you could have got Mr. ]3utt, would 
you not have let 3>Iartin study the manners and 
customs of our Transatlantic brethren, as you 
rhetorically called them ? — I would. 

776. Do you think Mr. Butt a more thorough- 
paced Nationalist, a sort of Liberal, with Mr._ 
Joseph Meaney on the one side, aud repeal of 
the Union on the other; did yon now; answer 
quick ? — I thought then, as I tliiuk now, that it 
would be a great credit to any constituency in 
Ireland to be represented by Sir. Butt. 

777. In a higher degree than Martin ?— I have 
not gone into the question at all ; excuse me, 
and I will go farther, and say I believe as a 
lawyer, he is more calculated to do good in the 
House of Commons tlian a mere gentleman. 

778. Then, if lawyers come down hei*e to con- 
test Longford, you would support us, I suppose ; 
now, what are Iviartin’s special claims ; because 
he has sufiered the pains of sea-sickness ? — 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.) I think, Mr. 
McLaughlan, you are occupying too much 
time, foresee we will have a great deal 
to do. 

779. Mr. McLaughlan.) I have a reason- 
Now we will come to something more unmis- 
takable ; you did nothing at all but make 
speeches ? — A great deal move. 

780. Break any windows ? — No. 

781. Fight any? — No. 

782. Head anv mobs? — Oh, yes. 

783. What vras Eie first lot of mobs you 
headed ?— The first mob I headed on the clay I 
went over to Ballymahon ; we were met outside 
the town by about a thousand men some with 
banners, and we gave them a hand which we had 
brought over in a cart. 

784. A German band ? — It was a band, and I 
walked down the town behind the banners and 
the hand that were in front of the procession, 
in company with the other gentlemen of the 
committee ; that was leading mob No. 1 ; I n*iE 
proceed with the others. 

785. Was it before or after that that you had 
the conversation with Father Skelly when you 
solemnly made up your mind not to take any 
nubile part? — The Sunday previous. 

C 3 ‘ 86 . Was 
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786. Waa there another mob after that oon- 
vi;r6ation ? — I lunrohed on the nomination day ; 
Mr. Martin’s mub formed in my yard, and the 
sti-ect where I Hve; and while I was at breakfast 
inside, word was sent to me from tlie street that 
the mobs were growing impatient, and wanted to 
get up to town to take the places opposite the 
court-house. I said I did not think it prudent 
to let tiiem go up without some one to control 
them in case they grew excited, and the com- 
mittee put themselves at their head, and walked 
up the town, restraining them as well as they 
possibly could. 

787. Restraining them -with sticks ami stones, 
or any other things of that kind ? — And asking 
them to be q^uiet. 

788. You were the most prominent of them; 
they were reviewed at your place that night ? — I 
am not aware of anything of the kind. 

789. Did not you head them here when they 
charged the court-house? — I do not tliink they 
charged the court-house. 

790. Well, then, I will not say the court- 
house, but some other part of the street. You 
kuow where the stones were thrown across the 
soldiers and police, and the opposite mob at- 
tacked ; Where were you then ? — I was foi-tu- 
nately, or it might have been unfortunately, be- 
tween the opposing and the police, considerably 
ahead of the mob. 

791. What, was the mob behind you? — The 
Martinitea. 

792. Now, Mr. Sullivan, I believe, was there 
with you ? — He was there off and on. 

793. First lieutenant ; and Mr. Lynch. Now, 
was Mr. Donovan there, the medical student? — 
I am sure he was there, but what particular 
position he occupied I do not know. 

794. Now tell me at that time was there any- 
thing at all done by the Greville mob until you 
came up? — Of my own knowledge, I cannot. 

795. Now, I want to ask another question; 
with regal'd to that day that you say those clergy- 
men came marching down with the white banner 
with a cross upon it ; you saw that ? — To tlie 
best of my belief and recollection it was a white 
banner; it may have been a sreen banner; to 
the best of my belief it was wmte. 

796. You were nowhere aroused to anger by 
anything you saw of that soi-t? — I was not in 
the least aroused to anger by the banner, but I 
might have been by the action of those that fol- 
lowed. 

797. Was not it the Martiuites, on the occa- 
sion I have been referring to, that began the 
stone-throwing on that morning ; on your oath ? 
— On my oath I cannot tell from wliich party the 
first stone proceeded, but I believe that the Mai-- 
tinites had the best of the stone-throwing. You 
will understand me to say that I do not know 
whether the firat shower of stones came from 
the Grevillites or went over my head from the 
Martinites. 

798. Were not the Grevillites behind the sol- 
diers ? — In a line with Mr. German’s house across 
the street. 

799. Were not the stones fiung over the sol- 
dier’s heads ? —I believe over the heads of the 
policemen. 

800. Do you mean to say that those clergy- 
men, on the occasion those people came up the 
sti’eet with the white banner and the cross, 
marched in procession at the head of those 
people ? — I did not say anything of the kind. 



801. I want to make it clear ; you were inside 
the hotel preparing to come into the Court-house 
by the side entrance ? — Yes. 

802. You do not pretend to be able to see 
through the walls of the liouse ; you did not see 
what happened while you were there.' — Oh, no. 

803. The first thing you saw of the clergy, 
were they coming into the hall of the hotel ?~ 
No ; I was first standing on the street. Of course 
you are sjjcaking of the day of the meoting in the 
Court-house when I withdrew Martin ? 

804. Of the day on which, according to your 
own account, the clergy came up with the white 
banner and a cross upon it ? — It was not the day 
of the nomination. 

805. But on that day, did the clergymen come 
up in a body ? Did they, or did they not ? — I 
did not say they did. 

806. Did you not tell us that a great number 
of the people came up and filled the Court-house ? 
— On what day. 

807. On that same day, on the 10th?— This 
was on the day I withdrew Martin. 

808. Exactly ? — Yes, they filled the Court- 
house. 

809. Did you not give it to be understood that 
there Avas no room in the Court-house for the 
Martinites, and that there was not a fair hearing, 
and that that explains the withdrawal ? — No, I 
am not aware I ever did. 

810. Were there 50 Martinites on that day 
that the Grevillite mob inarched from one end of 
the town to the other seven or eight times, bi-an- 
dishing sticks and shouting for Greville, and all 
that sort of thing ? — I went up the tOAvn, and saw 
the mobs coming down the town, as I tell you, 
and those mobs completely filled the Court- 
house, and there was no Martin mob in town on 
that day, as fai- as I know. 

811. Was not Brodriok there that day ? — I do 
not believe he Avas. 

812. Was not there worn enough for any 
Martinites that day in the Court-house? Were 
not you on the platform ? — I Avas. 

813. And Duggan? — I do not belicA’-e he 
was. 

814. And Mr. Morrow, Avitb all your friends? 
— Mr. MorroAv and I were standing where the 
sub-sheriff is sittii^ at the present time. 

815. Were not Duggan and John Quinn in the 
gallery, or here in the court on the day of the 
withdraAval of Martin ? — I am not aware. 

816. I now want to ask you one question, and 
one question only. 

The Witness.'\ Might I call yoiu" Lord- 
ship’s attention to Mr. Christopher Reynolds 
saying “ I won’t swear.” 

Mr. McLaughlaii7\ .My lord, the witness 
is quite mistaken; your Lordship knows 
counsel are sometimes pressed to put que^ 
tions, but they exercise their judgment, and 
do not. It was I said “ deny.” 

The Witness.} I am not talking of “ deny.’ 
Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.~\ Mr. Reynolds, 
speak in a lower tone. 

The Wiiness.'^ I won’t be forced into 
swearing anything I cannot tell is right. 

817. Mr. McLaughlan.'] Were you present in 
court Avhen Mr. Butt spoke of these people as 
Catholics? Upon your oatli, are all the petir 
tioners Catholics ? 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald stated that he could 
not 
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not admit this as evidence. Tiic witness 
miffht be asked wiio the petitioners were. 

818. Mr. Mcljaugklan.l Brodriclc a Roman 
Catholic ? — I believe he is. 

819. ilv. Lynch, I am sure he is, from the 
name?--! believe he is. 

820. Christopher Berae?~I cannot say. 

821. And Mr. Edward Duggan?— E.tcuse me, 
I do not know what he is. He is either a Pro- 
testant or a Presbyterian, but I have never seen 
him at cmr place of worsliip 

822. Mr. Justice FitzgeraldJ] You do not be- 
lieve he is a Roman Catholic ?— I do not. 

Re-examined by Mr. ExJuim. 

823. Was there any public advertisement or 
notice given of this meeting of the lOlh, as far 
a.« you know? — It is cinite possible tlierewas; 
but I had a great deal to do at this particular 
time, and many tilings have escaped me. 

824. Now you were asked about the Grevillc 
mob on the 10th ; you say they marclied up seve- 
ral times that day ?— -Yes. 

825. About how many can you say were in the 
mob? — Judging from the appearance of a regi- 
ment of cavah-y of 600 or 700 men, I would say 
veiy close on 2,000 men iu the mob. 

826. And they marched six or seven times up 
and down the town ? — I will swear I saw them 
four or five times. 

827. They were armed witli sticks ? — Yes. 

828. And shouting ? — Yes. 

629. Mr. Seyeant Were you afraid 
of them ? — I do not know afraid, for I was not in 
the way. 

830. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'} Tell me. You 
said, as I understood, some time since, that one or 
two of the petitioners had been in your service ? — 
Mr. Thomas Brodrick a shopkeeper in this 
town, as far as I know ; I have only known him 
for about two years ; he managed a flax mill for 
us. 

831. Who was the other? — Mr. Edward Dug- 
gan. He is a traveller now in my employment, 
and has also a shop or two. 

832. Did either of those persons become peti- 
tioners here at your instance or sn^estion ? — I 
have had nothing to do whatever with the getting 
up of this petition. 

833. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.} Except to sub- 
scribe ? — I have not subscribed. 

834. Ten guineas to the expenses? — 

j\Ir. Justice Fitzgerald.} The 10 guineas 
was for the election. 

835. The communication that you had with 
Father Skelly; do I understand it to have been a 
friendly communication ? — I am not prepared to 
say whether it was friendly or otherwise. I have 



expliiined that I went on from Father SkeUy's to 
my father's house. I dined there and slept there 
tliut night, and came hack into Longford the 
following morning, and by tliat time word had 
come into Longford to Father Reynolds on some 
of Mr, Greville’s friends that I had promised to 
withdraw. 

836. It was witl) a ditfersnt view that I asked 
the question ; I want to know, in your belief, was 
Father Skelly s comunmicatiou to you intended 
to intimidate yon ?— In the first instance, I con- 
sidered it as quite friendly; but having come 
here, and hearing Father Skelly had sent an ac- 
count of the whole interview, which I thought 
was private, into Longford, I considered it was 
given to me with a vievv to intimidate me ; that it 
was to detach me in some way from the whole 
business. 

837. I want a simple answer to the question; 
is your evidence now that you now believe that 
Father Skelly intended to intimidate you? — I 
now believe that Father Skelly intended to inti- 
midate me.- 

838. You mentioned 400 or 500 volunteers 
having come on the nomination day from Ros- 
common ? — Yes. 

839. Who paid their expenses? — They were 
not paid any expenses ; they went away 'out of 
the town without asking for any, or asking them 
to be given. 

840. How did they come here? — I believe 
they cime in from Roscommon in the morning. 

841. What is the distance? — I am sure there 
ai*e some here better able to tell you than I am. 
I believe it is less than 15 miles. 

842. As far as you know, they were not jjaid ? 
— In the evening I iuquii-ed whether any of tiie 
Roscommon men were about the committee- 
rooms, to send them to me, and I would give 
them a fire pound note, or something of that 
kind, towards their expenses ; I was told they 
had gone homo some two hoiu's previously. 

843. Did you yourself supply, or iid you 
know of drink being supplied to them ? — We 
are wholesale dealers iu whisky, and we suj)- 
plied to Martin’s committee 30 gallons of drink 
at various times. 

844. That is not an answer to the question j 
the question is, that volunteer mob, that was 
something like 500 Irom Roscommon, do you 
know of their being supplied with drink ? — 
They were not. 

845. When was the 30 gallons supplied from 
your establishment? — At various times; it was 
for the refreshment of car-drivers and people who 
went on messages, and bill-stickei-s, and other 
people engaged in various ways in the election, 
and for the gentlemen of tlie committee. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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John Sutcliffe McConnell, sworn; Examined by Mr. A/ojiroc. 



846. Do you do business for Miss Sutcliffe, 
who keeps the hotel ? — Yes. 

847. You did business for her during the 
months of November and December, when the 
election took place ? — Yes. 

848. Wasyoui’ hotel engaged off the nart of 
Mr. Nugent?— Yes. 

849. During what period ? — From the end of 
December to the 4th of January. 

178. 



850. The whole hotel was engaged during the J. S. 

whole of that time? — Yes. MeConnell. 

851. From what date in December was it 

taken? — The 2nd of December to the 4th of 
January. 

852. The hotel was exclusively occupied by 
Mr. Greville Nugent ? — Yes ; c-veept some com- 
mercial gentlemen who came there. 

853. How’ much was paid for the use of the 
hotel for that period ? — £. 150. 

C 4 854. During 
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854. During tint month were you in the iiabit 
of seeing Mi‘. Nugent himself, the present Mem- 
ber, in and out of the hotel? — Yes. 

855. About how frequently did you see Mr. 
Nugent in the hotel?— He came the day of the 
noimnation, and then he went away the day after; 
he was staying there for about a fortnight. 

85G. You mean the day he was selected?— Yes. 

857. He was staying there about a fortnight? 

-Yes. . ^ 

858. During that time ho was staying there, 
were you in tlie habit of seeing Father Eeynolds 
about the hotel ? — Yes; he was backwards and 
forwards. 

859. Almost every day ?— Nearly every day. 

860. I suppose the conducting agent, Mr. 
Christopher Keynolds, was there almost every 
day ? — Yes. 

861. Was that portion of the hotel that was 
occupied, excluding the commercial gentlemen, 
pretty generally frequented ? — It w-ns pretty 
well filled. 

862. By jiersons that you yourself were aware 
were voters for the county? — There were no 
voters, that I .am aware of, in the hotel. 

863. I ask you whether you are aware 
whether any portion of the hotel was occupied 
hj- voters ? — It ivas not occupied by voters. 

864. Do you yotu-self know whetlier tliey 
were voters? — They were not voters. 

860. Wio were they principally; who were 
the persons who were occupying the hotel during 
that time? — Some of Mr. Nugent’s agents were 
there ; Mr. Ileilly, the solicitor, from Kingstown. 

866. Have you any book that will show you 
tbe persons who occupied the different rooms? — 
I do not think that we kept any particular ac- 
count of tbe gentlemen residing there. 

867. Have you any account that was subse- 

quently famished to Mr. Greville, or to Mr. 
Reynolds, the conducting agent; have you a 
book containing blr. Reynold’s account? — Yes, 
here the same to ike learned Counsel). 

868. I see one item here of 62 Z. 10 s., that is 
rather a large item: tell me the component parts 
of that item ? — It was for car-hire. 

869. Where are the different itema fortius; 
Lave you any book in which you made entries 
from day to day what goods were supplied ? — 
The cars were employed for so many days. 

870. Is this all an account for car-hire?— No ; 
this is an account for cai'-hire; the 62/. 10 s. is 
for the five days during the election; all tire 
rest were omnibuses and cai-riages. 

871. Is this entire account for car-hire? — All 
for car-hire. 

872. Was there any private hotel account fur- 
nished to Mr. Nugent at all? — Yes. 

873. Wliere is that; just look in that book, 
and show Mr. Greville ’s accountfor that period? 
— It is not here. 

874. Do you know who gave the orders for 
the supply of these goods to the persons who 
were occupying the hotel ; was it Mr. Nugent, 
personally, or was it Father Reynolds, or Mr. 
Christopher Reynolds ? — To the best of my be- 
lief it was Mr. Greville Nugent himself. 

875. I find here on tbe 3rd of December, that 
you had 20 dinners at 5 s. — 5 7.; have you any 
means of telling me who were the 20 who dined 
on the 3rd of December, before Mr. Greville 
Nugent was adopted at all? — I think thei’e were 
some voters who dined that day. 

876. Just tell me the names of the voters who 



dined that day ? — Mr. Quin, the coroner, was 
one; the high sheriff, the sub-sheriff, and Mr. 
O’Reilly’s brother. 

877. That is four; who were the others; I 
suppose you were in and out of the room? — I 
was U(-t. 

878. Did you see them coming into the hotel? 
— Yes; there were a number of clergymen; I 
do not know tbeir names. 

879. Clergymen are voters too? — Yes. 

880. Do not you believe that every one of the 
20 who dined on the 3rd of December were 
voters and clergy? — Not voters; there were 
clergymen. 

881. Tell me the names of tbe clergymen?— 

I cannot tell you. 

882. Tell me as many of the clergymen as you 
recollect, who dined on the 3rd of December ; 
was the Rev. Mr. Reynolds one? — Yes. 

883. Was the Rev. Mr. Fitzgerald, of Colum- 
kill, there? — I cannot swear to that. 

884. Mr. Duffy, was he there ? — I could not 
swear tliat he was there that day. 

885. Con you tell me any clergy who were there 
at all ?— I might be able to find out, but I cannot 
recollect. 

886. Is there any book from which you could 
find out ? — By asking the waiter I might find out. 

887. Were tliere general directions given by 
Mr. Nugent that every voter coming in there 
should get dinner ? — He ordered dinner, I think, 
for 20, for Mr. Nugent. 

888. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] That is the din- 
ner you spoke of, 20, at 5s., was ordered by Mr. 
Nugent? — Yes, it was. 

889. Mr. Monroe.] Are you able to give the 
names of any other clergymen ivho dined that 
day except tlie Rev. W. Reynolds? — I think the 
Rev. hir. O’Reilly from Columkill dined there ; I 
caunot recollect auy body else. 

890. Did Mr. Nugent himself dine that day ? 
— Yes, be did. 

891. Here I find on the 10th, before we come 
to tbe entry for the dinner, 11 bottles of cham- 
pagne, 4 7. 2 s. 6 d. ; do you know who were present 
when that cliampagne was administered ? — I can- 
not recollect, but I dare say it was the same party 
who dined. 

892. Was there lunch in the middle or the 
day ? — There was lunch iu the middle of the day, 
and the champagne was for the lunch. 

893. Can you tell me whether there were 

voters there, or what voters there were there when 
tlie champagne was given for the lunch?— I can- 
not recollect. , 

894. Can you recollect that there were a gooa 
many ? — Fifteen. 

895. Fifteen voters ; and was the Rev. Mr. 
Reynolds partaking of the champagne at the 
lunch ? — To the best of my opinion he was. 

896. Was young Mr. Nugent himself presen 

at the champagne drinking? — Yes. , . 

897. How many dined there that evening 01 
the 10th? — There were 16 dinners. 

898. Fifteen dinners on the 10th, was it tn 
same or a different party who dined from those 
who had lunch ? — I do not know ; the waiters wu 



ae able to tell you. ^ 

899. Then you are not able to tell me ? ^ o- 

900. Are you aware whether this amount a 
been sent in, and wbetiier it has been paid or no 
— It has been paid. 

901. The whole of it ? — Yea. 

902. Are you able to tell how much 
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•vvhetiier the whole account has been paid, or 
whether some has been paid on account? — £.284 
has been paid ; that includes car hire and all. 

903. Do you know how much of that was the 
liotel bill ; what is 85 1, ? — The pidvate accounts 
were 84/. 6 s. 7 cl. 

904. How was the 284/. made out? — £.130 
for tlie house, 49 /. for posting account, and 
84/. 6 s. 7 (i for dinners. 

905. Was that all the accounts you had for 
election expenses of any kind ? — There were some 
from hlr. Reynolds. 

906. Is that Mr. Christopher Reynolds? — Yes. 

907. What is that? — £.5. 15s. 5d. 

908. What is it for? — I think I can show it 
in this book ; this is for agents’ dinners, &c. 

909. What are the etcmteras for? — That was the 
whole time of the election. 

910. What is Mr. Christopher Reynolds’ din- 
ners the whole time of the election? — For his 
agents ; two or three of his agents dined every 
day in the hotel. 

911. What ai-e the names of the agents? — 

Mr. Reilly was one, "and Wilson was anotlier. 

912. Is Mr. Reilly a voter? — No. 

913. Who is Mr. Wilson ? — Mr. Wilson is the 
son of a solicitor. 

914. With the exception of these items of 150/., 
49/. and 86/. is. Id. which you have mentioned, 
and that sura of 5/. 15 s. od., are those the only 
expenses you liad connected with the election ? — 
Yes. 

915. Do you know personally about any of 
these dinners? — No, I cannot tell you who dined. 

916. On the 31st of December, I find 18 dlii- 
iiei-s? — I aiu not able to say anything about 
them. 

917. Was there any account paid by the Rev. 
AV. Reynolds? — No. 



Cross-Examined by Mr. Seijeant Annstronc/. 

918. AA”hat are the earliest dates at which Mr. 
Grevillc or any of his friends put up at the hotei, 
and which you have charged for? — The 2nd of 
December. 

919. 'I'hat is the date they first came there? — 
T'es. 

920. And was there an arrangement that any 
other guests coming except commercial travellei’S 
should be excluded? — Yes. 

921. Do yon do a good business there ? — Yes. 

922. It is the only hotel in Longford ? — Yes. 

923. Do you know any other place wliere you 
could carry on the election business of Longford ? 
— No. 

924. AVeve you obliged when it was exclu- 
sivelv occupied, to refuse admission to people 
arriving ? — I do not recollect it. 

925. With regard to the dinner of the 3rd 
December, you recollect that Loi-d Greville was 
here at the time? — Yes. 

926. Was tliere a tenant-right meeting? — 
T’es ; wliether it was tliat day or not, 1 cannot 
say. 

927. Do you recollect a tenant-right meeting ; 
that he had some gentlemen to dine with him, 
and that there was a party of 20 ? — Yes. 

928. He gave a dinner to 20? — Yes. 

929. AVith reference to the other dinners, were 
not they all men of rank who dined there ? — ATes. 

930. Do you recollect military gentlemen being 
invited, members of Her Majesty’s army ? — A'es. 

931. Do you recollect the police officers dining 
and staying at the hotel ? — That is my opinion ; 
the county inspector dined there. 

932. And some of the clergy? — ATes. 

933. Did you see men there who would give a 
vote for a bottle of champagne ? — I did not. 

[The AVitness withdrew. 



John McHugh, sworn ; 

934. Were you waiter at Aliss Sutcliffe’s 
hotel in December last? — I believe I was. I was 
there for about a mouth before the election com- 
menced. 

935. Do you recollect Lord Greville and 
20 people dining there one day? — I do: but 
I cannot swear tliere were 20 people all dined 
there. 

936. Can you give tlie names of any persons 
that dined there ftat day ? — I could not swear to 
the names of them, being a stranger amongst 
them, but I can swear that they were principally 
priests. 

937. Do you know Father Reynolds ? — Yes. 

938. Did* he dine there? — I do not remember 
whether he dined there that day. 

93S. Can you recollect the name of any person 
who dined there that day ? — I cannot. 

JMr. Seijeant Arnistrom.'] Y’ou may sug- 
<rest anything to him ; I will not object to 
anything you ask him. 

940. Mr. At the time that you saw 

Lord Greville dining there, he was Lord Greville ; 
he was called his lordship ?— I could not swear 
whether he was not. 

941. Did not you say his lordship ? — I cannot 
say. 

912. Do you mean to say that you attended a 
dinner, and that you did not know whether he 

178. 



Examined by Mr. Butt. 

was Colonel Greville or Lord Greville at the 
time ? — I could not swear whether he was Lord 
Greville, but I believe he was. 

943. AVhat was he called? — I believe he was 
called his lordship. 

944. Was his son with hhn ; do you know 
Jlr. Cireville Nugent, the Member? — I do. 

945. Was he there? — He was. 

946. And you thinlt that the people who dined 
there were inost of them clergymen? — Yes; 

I believe Mr. JIaxwell was there, but being a 
stranger, I could not know much. 

947. Do you recollect another large dinner 
party there, where there were 15 gentlemen 
dined ; about a week after that ? — I believe there 
was another dinner party. 

948. Do you recollect 11 bottles of champagne 
being drunk on any day; the 9th of December; 
do you recollect the meeting in this Court House ? 
— S"o, I do not. 

949. Do you recollect at any time bringing 

II bottles of champagne up to lunch? — No, I do 
not. 

950. Or to dinner?— ATes, I have opened a 
good deal of champagne at dinner. I am almost 
positive that tliere was never 11 bottles of cham- 
pagne at lunch. 

951. ATou had better not say that? — That is 
what I believe. 

952. Do you recollect a second large dinner 
D 
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party there when Lord Creville \vas there, wheu 
a number of gentlemen dined there ; the secmul 
dinner? — I recollect two dinners, but I do not 
think Lord Greville was there on the second 
occasion ; the one I refer to first, Lord Greville, 
was there. 

953. You knew that Mr. Greville had the 
hotel engaged ? — I heard it from M isw Siitclifie. 

954. Were there any stivuigcrs there beyond 
the people who were not of Mr. Gretdlle’s party 
in the hotel from that till ai'ter Christinas, at the 
election? — I do not think Mr. Greville objected 
to commercials stopping at the house. 

95.5. Were there any other persons except the 
commercials, came to the hotel, and stepped ? — 
Ifot to my knowledge. 

956. Did you e\'er turn away anyone ? — W e 
turned away Martin’s people. 

957. If a stranger came through the town, aud 
wanted lodgings at the hotel, was he turned 
away ? — No 

958. Did not the people come totlie hotel just 



as usual during that time, except Martin’s people? 
— I think they did. 

959. How often did you see Father Reynolds 
at the hotel ? — He came there off and on. 

960. Did you sec him often? — He was comin» 

and going. '' 

Cross-exiiiuiued by M r. McLnughlan. 

961. Miss Sutcliffe was not a voter? — No 
I believe not. 

962. You have no vote ? — No. 

963. "\Yerc there any officers of the partr 
staying there at that time? — Yes, there was. 

964. I believe they used to be in the roomsf 
with Mr. Greville Nugent, taking a share o 
what was going on ? — They did take a share. 

96-5. The stipciuHiuy magistrate, the sub-iu- 
spector, aud all those people, aud Captain Rooney, 
are not teetotalers? — He used to cmno iu and 
out, and the county inspector too. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



John Sutcliffe McConnell re-called ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



966. Do you see this is not an account made 
out to Lord Greville? — Yesj that is sent to 
Baron Greville. 

967. Baron Greville’s account runs from the 
2nd of December till the 11th, and that is paid 
independently of the 85 /. ? — Y^cs. 

Further cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant 
Armstrong. 

968. What was the .31 1. 4 s., and from what 
dates does it run ? — The 2nd of December to the 
11th. 



969. And it is charged to Lord Greville ?— 
Yes. 

970. Against whom was the other account 
opened ? — Messrs. Reilly and Greville. 

971. There was 31 L during this time, aud that 
was in addition to the other ? — Yes. 

[The "W’itness'withdrew. 

Adjourned to To-morrow, at half-j>ast 10 o’clock. 
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Tvesdny, 29?// March 1870. 



Mr. Butt stateJ that he proposed to re-call Mr. M'Coaneil with refereuce to the hotel 
accounts. 



■Tames Sutcliffe McConnell, re-called; liixanuued hj- Mr. Butt. 



972. Miss Sutcliffe was served with a sub- 
^na to produce all the books of the house ? — 

973. Have you produced all the books of the 
hotel? — Yes; we have there Mr. Greville’s 
account. There is another book with private 
accounts in it. 

974. What do you mean by private accounts ? 
— Some clergymen’s accounts ; and Mr. Rey- 
nolds had an account. 

975. In how many books do you keep the 
accounts of the hotel ? — This is a genei-al book ; 
the other book was kept separately. 

976. Is that the general book ? — Yes. 

977. This hook in which there are private en- 
tries relating to Mr. Reynolds ; when did you 
begin to keep that hook ? — During the election ; 
there were other .accounts in it too. 

978. Had you a special book for election ac- 
counts independent of this? — For private ac- 
counts, such as clergymen, or any other purpose ; 
this is a general account book. 

979. I ask you about this other account book; 
was it specially kept for expenses incurred dur- 
ing the election ? — Yes. 

980. Where is that book? — In Miss Sut- 
clilFe’s. 

981. "Will you bring it ? — Yes. 

982. By whose direction did yon keep tliat 
book? — Miss Sutcliffe kept it herself, without 
any directions at all. 

983. Go and bring that book ? 

The Avitness went for the hook. U])on 
returning, 

JFitHess.l Tliis is the book {producing the same'). 

984. "\Vill you read the first item there ? — 
31st December, Messrs. Ueilly, glass and half of 
brandy. 

985. "Was there a Mr. Reilly stopping at the 
hotel? — That is it. 

986. Why is that Is. Z d. scored out ? — Be- 
cause it is p.oid ; all those tilings ivere paid. 



987. That whole amount is totted up to 
151 /. 8s. Sf?.; was it you who kept it? — No; 
Miss Sutcliffe. 

988. £. 151. 8 s. 3 d, is totted up there ? — Yes ; 
that is the total amount of it. 

989. Here come the other election accounts, 
150 and so on; the one that we have already 
paid, what is that? — £. 15. 

990. Did you ea’er see any other book of the 
hotel except this book? — No. 

991. Was there any other book kept? — No; 
there was a sheet of jmper kept, and it was 
copied into that book. 

992. Did not you say that there were entries 
for Mr. Reynolds anil clergymen kept privately? 
— Yes. 

993. Show me ths entries you mean by that ? 
— That is it ( pointing out the entries). 

994. It was something lie got himself, and 
paid by his own orders I — Yes. 

995. Here are seven breakfasts and brandy on 
the 31st December ? — That is B. Reilly. 

996. Is that Lord Greville’s bailiff? — I cannot 
tell w'ho he is. 

997. Whoever' the gentleman is, I suppose he 
did not take the seven brandies himself? — No. 

998. Here ai-e two dinners; who are they 
for ? — 'I'hat is a man who was there. 

The book was put in, and marked by the 
registrar. 

999. Where is there airy entry of Mr. Rey- 
nolds’? — There is no entry at aJI against Mr. 
Christopher Reynolds. 

1000. Did not you tell me tliat you had a 
book ill which you made eutries against Mr. 
Christopher Reynolds and Father Reynolds? — 
Not at all: anythin" that Christopher Reynolds 
and Father Reynolds had was on Nlr. Greville's 
account. 

[The Witness ivithdrew. 



The Reverend Francis O’Farrell, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



1001. You are a Roman Catholic clergyman? 
—Yes. 

1002. Are you administrator of this parish ? — 
I am not. 

1003. Are you curate of this parish ? — I am 
one of the curates. 

1004. Were you at any meeting at Saint Mels 
in reference to this election ? — I was. 

1005. Could you tell me the date of that 
meeting ? — I do not recollect it. 

1006. About when was it? — I think I was 
upon duty in the parish at the time of the first 

178. 



meeting, and I did not get in before two o’clock, 
and the meeting was sometime, an hour or two, 
before I got iu. 

1007. Did you get in before it broke up? — 
Yes, I did. 

1008. As nearly as you can tell me the date ? 
— I do not know the date, or I would tell you. 

1009. Do 5 'ou recollect when Lord Greville 
was made a Peer ? — I recollect reading of it. 

1010. Was that meeting before or after you 
heard of Lord Greville being made a Peer? — L 
am not prepaa-ed to say, but I know I read he 

D 2 ' was 



Cl) March 
1870. 



HutcUjIe 



Rev. 

O'Farrell. 
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lies'. was to be promoted to the peerage before tlmt 
F. O’FarreU. meeting had been convened. 

1011. Had he been actually raised to the 
* j/cerage wlien that meeting -svas held ? — I really 

' ■ do not know. 

1012. How many persons were at the meeting 
'ivheu you got there 7 - — I did not count them, but 
J should think there were beyond 20, and they 
went up to 40 ; between 20 and 40. 

1013. "Were they all clerygynicn? — To the 
best of my belief they were. 

1014. Was not Mr. Greville himself there? — 
Yes, at the latter end of the meeting. 

1015. Was there no other layman except Mr. 
Greville, whom you remember there ? — I do not 
i-ecollect seeing any other layman there. 

1016. Do you recollect hc-aring Mr. Greville 
say anything at tliat meeting ? — 1 do. 

1017- Wliat did he say? — The substance of 
uliat he said was, that lie was determined if he 
had been elected, pi-ovided he should be the 
Member for the county, that he would do for the 
county according to the principles laid down by 
liis fatlier, which he had acted upon during his 
time here, for the good of the people of tlie 
county, to caiTy out measures to benefit his con- 
stituents. 

1018. Was any resolution passed at that meet- 
ing ? — I do not recollect that there was. 

1019. Was there any minute kept of tliat 
meeting ? — I have not the book. 

1020. Was there ? — I do not know. 

1021. Did you see anything written down? — 
I did not see anything at tliat time. 

1022. At any time during that meeting did 
you see any person writing anything ? — I really 
think tliere ivas a sheet of paper before a clergy- 

1023. Who was the clergyman? — I fin'uk 
Father Reynolds. 

1024. Was not Father Reynolds acting as 
secretary for the meeting, and taking down the 
resolutions ? — I was not there at the beginning. 

1025. At tlio end? — I do not know. 

1026. Did you see him making out a m’mite 
of what passed ? — He was doing something. 

1027. You must answer my question ; did you 
see Father Reynolds take dowa any minute or 
memorandum of what passed at the meeting ? — 

I saw him writing ; he might have been writing 
poetry for all I know. 

1028. Do you mean to say that he might have 
been writing poetry ? — I do. 

1029. Do you believe that he was writing 
poeti-y ? — I do not know ; he might be. 

1030. Are you sure that be was not writing a 
minute ?— -I do not know. 

1031. Was there a chairman to that meeting? 

' — I have stated at the beginning that I was not 
in at the beginning of the meeting. I do not 
know who was the chairman, but I think that 
the Reverend Father M'Gaver was chainnan. 

1032. Did you hear a resolution proposed at 
that meeting ? — I think not ; not that 1 recol- 
lect. 

1033. Did you hear any resolution put by 
Father M'Gaver ? — I do not recollect that any 
resolution was put by Father M'Gaver. 

1034. Did you lieai* any statement made about 
who was to be stmported ? — Of course I saw the 
honom’able Mr. Greville brought in, and I knew 
he was to be supported. I was determined to 
support him myself. 

1035. Did you hear any person at that meet- 



ing say who was to be supported as a candidate 
for llic county ?— -I am not prepared to swear 
that I beard any person, but 1 believe it was the 
animus of tlie meeting to support Mr. Greville 

1036. I do not [ask about the animus of tlie 
meeting ; I asked yon this question, and yon will 
answer it; did you hear any person say anytliiug 
upon the subject of who was to be the candidate • 
for the county ; any person at the meeting ?_ 
From the time I went in I did not. ° 

1037. How long were you there before the 
meeting broke up ?— I should think about three 
quarters of an hour. 

_ 1038. During the three quarters of an hour, 
did you hear any person besides Mr. Greville 
say anything ? — I do not recollect any particulai's 
about the conversation. 

1039. I do not ask you what you recollect; 

just attend to my question and answer it; during I 

the three quarters of an hour that you were | 

tliere, did you hear anybody besides Mr. Gre- ! 
ville say anything at all on any subject?— I did 
uot pay any paiiicular attention to what the 
clergymen were saying. I did not see .my per- 
son make any kind of set speech or remark on 
the occasion. I did uot hear or see it to the lest 

of my recollection. 

1040. Did you hear any person in that meet- 

ing besides Mr. Greville say anything ; yes or | 
no, during the three quarters of an hour that 
you were there ? — Many remarks were passed by 
vaiions clergymen one to another ; I beard these ' 
tilings, but 1 do not know what tliey were. ' 

1041. Then you did hear something said by 
some person ? — I certainly did. 

1042. Can you remember any person who 
made the remark ? — I cannot swear that I re- 
member any ]iei'son making a remark. 

1043. Did Fatlier Reynolds say anything ?— 

Not in my presence. 

1044. Did Dean Dawson say anything while 
you were tliere ? — I did not hear him say any 
word. 

1045. Did Father M'Gaver say any word * 
while you were there ? — I cannot recollect auy- 
tliing he said. 

1046. I am uot asking that; did he say smy-_ 
tiling ?— I did not hear him say anything. 

1M7. Do you mean to say that he did not say 
anything? — He did not say anything, as far as I 
recollect. 

1048. Can you tell me any person who said 
anything during the three quarters of an hour 
you were there ? — I have given you ail the in- 
formation I know, that I could recollect on the 
matter. 

1049. I ask you a plain question ; I do not 
want infoi-mation, I asic a plain question ; can 
you tell me any other clergyman who spoke dui’- 
ing the three quarters of an hour which you were 
there, or not ? — I believe Dr. Dawson spoke ; I 
believe Father Smith spoke and many others, 
but what they said I have no recollection at 
alL 

1050. Are you sure that they spoke? — law 
sure that I myself spoke. 

1051. Do you remember what you said your- 
self? — I made some remarks. 

1052. What did you say? — I do not recollect 
what I said ; I know one thing 1 said, I had no 
chair' to sit on, and I would get oue. 

1053. Is that the only thing you recollect you 
said? — I recollect myself saving that. 

1054. Do 
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1054. Do 70U recollect saying anythiug else ? 
— I do not. 

1055. Did Dean Dawson propose tliat the 

S riests should support Mr. Greville as a candi- 
ate for the county ? — Not in my heaving. 

1056. You did not hear that said? — I did 
not. 

1057. You told me that the animus of tlie 
meeting was to support Mr. Greville ?— Certainly 
I said so. 

105cJ. "Why do you say that? — Because I 
knew why they were coming there ; tliat it was 
to propose Mr. Greville, and accept him as a 
candidate. 

1059. How did you know that ?— It was spoken 
of some time before that. 

1060. By whom ?-• Father Reynolds. I heard 
him speak of it, aud I heard other priests say 
so. 

1061. Did you hear Father Reynolds say that 
a meeting was to he called to support Mr. Gre- 
ville as a candidate for the county ? — I heard that 
discussion in the college. 

1062. "Was Father Reynolds present ? — I think 
he was. 

1063. You of course were; who else w'as pre- 
sent at tlie consultation at the college when you 
heard that discussion? — There was no fixed con- 
sultation ; I have a habit of going down to see 
the clergy of the college to pass a few moments 
with them, and I heard it spoken of that there 
was to be a meeting, but I was not awai-e that 
the meeting was to take place in such a room or 
such a place ; I did not know that it was to take 
ph'.ce at the college. 

1064. But there was to be a meeting to sup- 
port the Honourable Greville Nugent ? — Yes. 

1065. How long before this meeting of the 
clergy did you hear that said at the college ? — I 
should think a day or two before that- 

1066. Were you asked to go to that meeting ? 
— It was supposed that I would go, for I was 
living in the very house. 

1067. Do you live in tlie college ? — Yes. 

1068. Were you asked to go to it? — Not 
formally. 

1069. Were you asked informally ? — I do not 
understand you. 

1070. Were you asked to go to it? — I was not 
asked formally. 

1071. Were you asked? — I was not asked; it 
was supposed that I would go. 

1072. Were you told to go ? — No. 

1073. What made you go? — Because I con- 
ceived it would be a duty and a pleasure. 

1074. Who told you the time the meeting was 
to be held ? — I was not aware as to the time it 
was to be helil. 

1075. Who told you it was to be held at all? 
— I say that I heard it amongst the clergymen 
of the college. 

1076. Did you know the day on which it 
was to he held ? — I do not think the day was 
marked. 

1077. When you went into the meeting that 



day, did you know the meeting was to be held? Rev. 

— I knew there was a meeting. F. O'Farrell. 

1078. Did you know that there was a meeting 5. 

in the college that day?— I knew it. 1870. 

1079. How did you know that there was a 
meeting in the college ?— By seeing hats and 
coats. 

1080. Do yon mean to say that until you came 
to the college that you did not know of this 
meeting? — I did not know of the meeting in the 
college. 

1081. Did you know that there was to be a 
meeting that day at any place ? — I will not swear 

I did. 

1082. Were you astonished at finding a meet- 
ing in the college ? — I was astonished to find it 
in my own sitting room. 

[083. Was it your own sitting room ? — It was 
in the coranuiuity. 

1084. How many clergymen are tiiere ? — 

There are three attending the parish; three or 
four professors. 

1085. I believe you afterwards canvassed for 
Mr. Greville, did not you ? — I did. 

1086. Were you at the second meeting? — I 

1087. Were you at the third? — There w<is no 
third meeting that I recollect. 

1088. You were at the second? — Yes. 

1089. That second meeting of the college was 
on the 10th ? — I will not swear to the day. 

1090. Was not it on a Friday? — I will not 
swear to it ; I have no dates. 

1091. You were at the second meeting? — Yes. 

1092. Did you come down from the college to 
the court-house ? — I did. 

1093. Was tliere any resolution proposed at 
the second meeting?— I do not look upon the 
second meeting as a formal meeting. 

1094. Was tliere a chairman at the second 
meeting ? — I do not think there was ; I saw no 
chaii-man. 

1095. And then you came down to the court- 
house ? — Yes. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstroiiff. 

1096. I find your name in the bill of parti- 
culars as an intimidator at the last election, and 
as a corruptor ; you have not been asked any- 
thing by my learned fiiend who called you, but 
I will ask you; did you intimidate any person 
at the election ? — No. 

1097. Were you guilty of anj- corrupt prac- 
tice? — No. 

10S8. Are you prepared to be examined, if 
they like, about it? — I am, indeed. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Butt stated that there might be a 
question raised hereafter upon the point of 
intimidation. 



Edwaed M'Gavee, sworn; Examined b}' Mr. Butt. 



1099. Were you at the last meeting in the 
college ? — Yes. 

1 100. You were there the whole time ? — I 
was. 
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1101 . Were there minutes kept of that meet- E. 

1 — X do not know, I think there was ; I do M}GaTeT. 
not know exactly who kept them. 

1102 . Did you hear a letter of Mr. Reynolds 

D 3 read 
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E. read ye&tei'dav. ui which he iMiid he would look 

M'Qater. at the minutes ?— It was long, after that that the 
letter went out. 

vgMarch 1103. I speak of the first meeting : it was to 
iS7n that his letter referred when he said he would 
look at the iiiimites?— It is not, indeed : 1 recol- 
lect distinctly the occurrence ; it was not so. 

1104. Wliat occurrence do yon recollect? — 
The first meeting that we had in the college. 

llOo. Could you tell me the date of it? — I 
did not fake a note of the date, hut it goes by 
the name of tlie first meeting. 

11C6. Was it before or after Lord Greville 
was actually iiuule a peer? — It was after he was 
made a peer. 

1107. It was after he was actually made a 
peer? — 1 am not certain of it, hut I will be 
candid with you. 

1 108. I am sure you will ? — I got a letter from 
Lord Grerille when he was Lord Greville. 

1 109. Did lie sign as Lord Greville, or not ? — 
If I could I would tell you. 

1110. Look at this letter of Mr. Reynolds, 

and tell me whether that was tire letter at the 
first meeting ( n ?cWer to //le Wilness); do 

you see the date of it ?— Itis the 30th of Novem- 
ber ; tins will not refer me to it ; I do not know 
the date of the month that the first meeting was, 
but it w’as in the cathedral ; it was the very first 
meeting that we had at all. 

1111. Had you a meeting in the cathedral ? — 
We had a meeting, not in tTie cathedra! ; I mean 
in the college. 

1112. "Vvas that the meeting at which Mr. 
Gre\’il!e spoke ; you were not here when I was 
examining Mr. O’Farrell? — No. 

1113. Do you remember Mr. Greville being 
selected as a candidate at that meeting ? — I will 
teli you the history of it. 

1114. Tell me? — I got a letter from Lawl 

Greville, saying 

1115. Have you the letter ? — 1 have not it ; I 
was not told to produce the letter ; I did not des- 
troy it, but I have not got it here about me. 

1116. Do you live in the town? — I live in 
Grauard, five miles from this. He said in his 
letter that lie wa.^ either called, or would be called, 
to a ijecrage, and tliat there would be a vacancy, 
and that his sun would be anxious to represent 
the county, if we would approve of him, or some- 
thing fo that effect. Those ai’e not Iiis exact 
words, but the substance of it ; and I wrote to 
say that we could not expect better, and ive 
would be very glad if he woriid offer himself for 
the county, knowing that he was such a good 
representative himself; we had him 18 years, 
and after tlie first time he was returned without 
a contest; on many occasions I said that if be 
u ciiild come down on such a day, we were to 
have a meeting of the clergy in Longford, and I 
would introduce him to them, and he did come 
down, and he was introduced tc the priests. 

1117. That was the meeting at St. Mel’s? — 
It was the first meeting we had upon the occa- 
sion at St. Slel’s. 

1118. And you were in the chair ? — Yes. 

Mr. McZaiighlan.'] Perhaps you will let 
him finish his narrative in liis own way. 

1118.* Mr. Suit.'J I am entitled to put the 
questions to the witness. 'Will you read that 
letter? — “My dear Mr. Murtagh. After you 
left me to day 1 tned, at the first free moment T 



had, to lay my hands on the minutes of the meet- 
ing of the clergy, and I find the full and fair 
meaning of the resolution then adopted, was to 
ajiprove of Mr. Greville Nugent as a desirable 
candidate, whose principles and professions l)einff 
all that they could desire, he should meet 
with their unaninioufi supjiort;” Ido not recol- 
lect, I think Mr. Reynolds took notes of that 
meeting. 

Illy. Tliat is what I want? — I think he did 
but I will not be positive. 

1120. Now tell me, at that meeting did not 
Mr. Greville speak ? — He came to, the committee 
and was introduced, and thanked them. 

1121. Was he introduced before he was se- 
lected an the candidate, or afterwards? — Before 
he was selected. 

1122. Before he came in, or did he first make 
a declaratiim of his ])i-inciples ? — No; we knew 
tlie principles of liis father. 

1123. Then he came in and thanked tlienr? — 
His father in his letter to me, I think, mentioned 
“ .My jirinciples are known so well.” 

1124. Was any resolution passed at that meet- 
ing ? — I do not know whetlier they went to the 
fonn of a resolution or not; but I know some of 
tlie clergy went u]; to him and asked liira some 
questions before approving of him, and lie 
answered them to their satiaactiou. 

1125. Can you tell me whether you yourself, . 
as chairman, put a resolution at that meeting ? — 

I do not know that I pnt a resolution, because it 
is not the business of a chairman to put 'a reso- 
lution. 

1126. It is to put a resolution, but not to pro- 
pose one ; did he say anything like, “Those of 
that njiinion say Aye; on the contrary'. No;” 
did he say anything of that sort ? — Yes, I think 
he did. 

1127. It was a resolution to support Mr. 
Greville ? — As far as I recollect I will tell you 
tliat it was this. Some were of opinion that he 
ought not to be selected that day ; that no one 
ought to be selected. 1 put it then, as many as 
are of that opinion that he shall be passed, say 
Aye, and the contrary. No; and there was a 
majority for putting it off to another day. I 
know several gentlemen had apprehensions for 
the county. O’FarrelTs son was sent as a man 
for the county, and somebody else was mentioned; 
and he declined, and we did not see anyone else 
likely ; and probably if they came, the present 
representative tliat wo have would have been 
selected before anyone. That was my opinion. 

I would have chosen him in preference to any of 
those mentioned. 

1128. Was there, at the fii-st, a majority in 
favour ofnostponing it to another day ? — Yes. 

1129. Finally a resolution was adopted to 
select Mr. Greville at the meeting ? — At the 
meeting it was discussed over again, and it was 
decided that it was better- to select somebody. 

1130. Was not it Dean Dawson who finally 
proposed that he should be selected that day ? — 
No, he did not propose it in tliat way, but he 
said, “ I would recommend you to wait and 
consider your determination ; it would be better 
for you to come to a decision to-day than to 
postpone it.” 

1131. And they did so? — Yes, they did so_; 
and then some of them spoke and asked him his 
own principles ; and he was called in and intro- 
duced to the meeting ; and he declared his prin- 
ciples, and they selected him. 

1132. There 
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1132. There was no pei-don but clergymen 
present that day? — No. 

1133. Could you tell me about huw many 
clergvmeu were present at that meeting? — I 
tliiuTc all the priests of the eonnty tliat could 
afford to be there were there. 

1134. Were there 40? — I do not know tliat. 

1135. Were there 30 ? — I think there were 30 
or better. 

1136. Was it afull representation of the clergy 
of the county ?~Indeed it was, and more than a 
majority. 

. ilS?! Do you know how that meeting was 
convened? — We got notice that there would be 
a meeting. 

1138. Who from?— I will go further back. 
On a former occasion, before the present bisho}), 
Dr. Kiklnff, was bishop, there was a great 
<li\’i3ion in the county about candidates, and then 
the bishop said, to prevent such n confusion for 
the time to come, he would recommend when 
there would be a vacancy for an election, that 
there be a meeting of the clergy by tliemselves, 
so that they should not be divided amongst them- 
selves ; and -whatever way they agreed upon 
tJiey would all be the same way, and that was 
carrying out the same principles. That bishop is 
dead, but there is another bishop now, l.»ut the 
same feeling exists now. 

1139. it made a rule, or was it a settled 
agreement amongst yourselves ? — i here was no 
agreement made. 

1140. "Was it made the rule of the diocese ? — 
No, it was a political affair ; and I recollect the 
place where it was ; and then again, I eay, that 
the bishop and pi-iosts lm%-e differences amongst 
themselves. 

1141. Who convened this meeting at St. 
Mel’s on tills occasion ? — I do not know whether 
it was Mr. Reynolds or not. 

1142. I thought as chairman you might do 
that? — No, I was only made chairman formally 
there. I was an old priest and an old 2 )olitician. 
I take a more active part in politics than auy 
priest or lay gentleman in the County of Long- 
ford. 

1143. Who invited you to that meeting? — I 
do not know whether Mr. Reynolds invited me. 

1 144. Was it verbal or wri'tten ?— There must 
have been letters written. 

1145. Could you tell me any of the names of 
tlie clergy who were there? — I could it I turn 
them over in my mind. 

1146. 1 do not kor-w them all unfortunately ; 
Father Reynolds one? — I cannot recollect; I 
could find out. 

1147. Do you kuow the Rev. Mr. Wheeler? 
— He does not come into this diocese. 

1148. Was he at the election here ? — No. 

1149. Do you know a clergyman of the name 
of O’Reilly ? — Y es. 

1150. Is he at Coilumbkille?— I do not know; 
he is here himself. 

1151. Who is parish priest ? — Father O’Reillj". 

1152. Was he there? — I do notkno-w; he is 
here. 

1153. Was the curate at the meeting?— Ido 
not know. I say again, once for all, that I wo-uld 
not trust my memory to say, but I believe the 
great bulk of the priests of the County of Long- 
lord was there except those wiio were wanted to 
do duty and the old priests ; they were all there. 

1154. Were vou at the second meeting at St. 
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Mel's on the Friday, the day the meeting was in 
the court-house ? — Yes. 

1155. Was ihere anything like a formal meet- 
ing at St. Mel’s the second cTay ? — No ; I believe 
there was not a resolution passed at all. 

1156. Nov a chairman appointed? — No. 

1157. And then you came down together t< 
the court-house? — Yes. 

1158. Were you at any other meeting before 
the nomination at St. iiefs? — No. 

1 159. You were not at auy — No ; there was 
no meeting to my knowledge. 

116t>. Was there any meeting? — Not of the 
priests. 

1161. Was there auy meeting of priests, or of 
Mr. Greville’a supporters to arrange to bring in 
the voters? — There was a meeting in Longford, 
a ineetinif at llallymahou aud Granard, in the 
three different polling places. 

1162. Were you at any of the meetings? — 
Yes, at Grauard ; I was there to make arrange- 
mc;-;ts to provide cars to bring in the voters. 

1163. "IVhat arrangements were made at the 
meeting In Granard ?— It was to make provision, 
and to know who were going on cars, and how 
many cars they would want. 

1164. Was anybody appointed to see after the 
cars and bring in the cars fur them? — Every 
priest out of each parisl* was asked how many 
cars he would want for tlie accommoilatimi of his 
freeholders, aud some pointed out and others did 
not; they named how many oars there was 
wanted. 

1165. That was done at Granard? — Yes. 

1166. Was any an-augemont made as to wdio 
was to 2 *a.v for the ears ? — It was well known 
who would pay for the cars. 

1167. The clergymen were not toivay ibr them 
out of their pockets ? — No, the conducting agent 
was to pay for the cars. 

1168. Who was acting for Mr. Greville at the 
meetings at (franard, uo you recollect? — I do 
not know any particular persou ; the people of 
the town ; tlie electors, and most respectable 
people of the town. 

1169. Had you an agent, like Mr. Christopher 
Remolds, in Granard ? — I do not Icuow that there 
was. 

1170. There were laymen and respectable 
electors at that meeting ? — There were also the 
jiriests of the town. 

1171. Were there no priests from the neigh- 
bouring parishes to arrange about t’le oars ? — I 
think Siere were, but I cannot recollect. 

1172. Was Father Fitzgerald there? — I can- 
not say whether he ivas there that day. 

1173. Did you ever see him in Granard ? — I 
did. 

1174. What was he doing in Granard ? — He 
came in, bringing the uon-eleefors for the pro- 
tection of our electors and non-electors too. 
The gentlemen from Dublin came ou three dif- 
ferent Mondays, market days, and they got into 
a house ami spoke from the windows, and they 
bad the town to themselves ; aud then they 
thought it necessary to go into the neighbouring 
towns, to Edgeworthstown and Ballyinahon, and 
thej" made attacks upon the priests ; and of 
necessity the others had to call in their non- 
electors from the neighbouring parishes. The 
curates sent in as many as they could from Edge- 
worthstown, and the people from Edgeworths- 
town came to Granard ; and it was absolutely 
neeessarv, for the lives of the jieople were not 
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safe. When they canie over from Erlgevrovths- 
town, some of the non- electors from Grtmavd 
came clown and appeared most successful in 
Kilgeworthstown in not letting tlie Dublin gangs 
of marauders from the ueighbouring counties 
•walk upon the people and drive them out of the 
town; they came off triumphantly, and came 

down as far as , and began to cheer; 

but there was a mob got up, and tliey beat them 
cruelly before they got back. 

1175. The Grevilleites you meau? — Yes, the 
non-electors. 

1176. Were there no electors amongst them? 
— There was not an elector amongst them ; one 
came to myself and told me the number that was 
beating him, and I brought him over to the 
petty sessions and got summonses drawn for the 
number he gave down ; and. they brought them 
to trial, but they bought him over, and he did 
not prosecute. 'I'here was the man that I had 
minding my liouse for me, and he was going out 
•with my curate 5 he went off witli the curate 
to attend a sick call. 

1177. Were you present at this?-— No. 

1178. Then we had better not say anything 
about it? — From the beating he got he could 
not go, and he had to get another boy to go. 

1179. I asked you upon what occasions you 
saw Father Fitzgerald iu Granard? — On the 
market days. 

1180. About the time of the polling did you 

see him there? — I do not know that I met with 
liira on the clay of polling ; it was the day when 
the piiests did not go out; I was heartbroken ; 
the gentlemen from Dublin had all the Martinlte 
supporters ; tliey took possession of the court- 
house over night ; we had possession of the court- 
house by right from the agent, and the under 
agent got instructions from the agent of Mr. 
Greville, the brother of Colonel Greville. He 
got a letter to give me of tlie use of the court- 
house; I wrote for it to Lord Greville, and said 
that if we had the use of the court-house, we 
could bring in our voters and keep tliem there, 
away from the turmoil of the crowd. I went in 
at half-past seven, aud the was to com- 

mence at eight. I went up at hall-past seven to 
the court-house ; the letter came down under 
cover to me from Lord Greville, and I gave it 
to tlie conducting agent, a Mr. Kcman, in Gra- 
nard, and he -wrote a letter, in my presence, to 
Mr. Kirk, to say that he had a letter from the 
agent, and inasmuch as he heard his son was out 
by night canvassing for Mr. Martin, that he 
•would wish to see him, and have a conversa-tion 
upon the subject. Mr. Kirk did not come, nor 
did be send the key; but he gave the key to his 
son, who was out canvassing for Mr. Martin ; 
and in the morning, when I went in, and thought 
I had nothing to do, but had the court-house to 
myself, he had the court-house packed with 
Martinites. I asked them what brought them 
there, and they said they were all for Mr. Martin. 
I said, “Who put you here?” and they said, 
“Mr. Kirk;” and I said, “What Mr. Kirk?” 
They said, “ We are here, -who will put us out ?” 
I could not put tliem out. The stipendiary ma- 
gistrates and otliers were out through the country, 
with the jiolice, to escort the freeholders in ; and 
when I turned my back, all these fellows came 
do-wn and filled the court-ho-nse ; so that there 
was 40 of these fellows -to one policeman, and it 
was very difficult that we could get the men in 
to poll at all; the Martinites craved them, and 



we had not enough ^rolice to make way for tlie 
freeholders to go m. I do not know tiiat I can 
go fm-ther upon that subject. 

1181. How often did you see Father Fitz- 
gerald in Granard? — I saw liim two davs I 
tliink. 

1182. Where did you see him in Granard the 
two days ? — In my own house, where he dined 
vrith me. 

1183. H.ad Colonel Greville any committee- 
room in Granard ? — No. 

1184. Or any house where you met? — We had 
no meeting at all this day. 

1186. Generally had Colonel Greville any 
place in Granard? — He had the whole hotel 
taken. 

1186. Which hotel is that? — The only hotel 
in tlie town. 

1187. Were you often at that hotel durino- the 
week before the election, making preparation ? — 
There was not any meeting. 

1188. I think you said Mr. Kernan was con- 
ducting agent in Granard? — Yes; he came on 
the Saturday night before the polling. 

1189. The day after the noniination?~Yea. 

1190. When Mr. Kernan came on Saturday, 
was not it to make arrangements about the poll- 
ing on the Monday ? — Of course, he came for 
that purpose. 

1191. Was it then that the arrangements were 
made which you speak of about the priests 
having cars? — No, it was before that. 

1192. Did you take any jiart in making the 
arrangements on the Saturday ? — No; he did not 
come in till hate ; it was late when he came in, 
aud he told me tliere were 14 cars besides the 
one he sat ujiou ; and when he was getting off, 
the Martinites got round him, and they led the 
horses, and led Uie men, and drove every one of 
them back ; and Mr. Kernan, tlie conducting 
agent, had his papers taken away in the car, and 
tliey lost their clothes, and tlie car was driven 
back to Longford ; he had to go to tlie e.xpense of 
sending other cars, and sending jieople to supply 
papers. 

1193. Were any an-angements made on Satur- 
day evening, after Mr. Kernan came? — That I 
do not know. 

1194. On Sunday? — I saw him on Sunday, 
and lie asked me when I called in whether I had 
a letter from Lord Gre-rille, and I said the post- 
man had not come yet. I said, “ I am going 
home, and if it is there at all it will be there 
when I get back ” ; the letter was there, and 
that is the letter I alluded to ; it was to Mr. 
Kirk to give the keys of the court-house to Mr. 
Greville’s friends. 

1195. Were there any arrangements made on 
Sunday about bringing m the voters ? — No. 

1196. Were all those arrangements made be- 
fore the nomination at all ? — Mr. Kernan was 
writing to different persons, and sending special 
messengers to know -what cars they would want. 

1197. On Sunday? — Yes. 

1198. Do you know anthing about money 
being given previous to the election to any per- 
son?— T had nothing to do about money. 

1199. Were you present when any arrange- 
ments were made about money being given . • 

No, I was not. I got a summons, and there is a 
reference to treating, and so forth; you had 
better put the question to me. . , 

Cross-examined 
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1219. ilr. jSl'Lauffhlan.^ I'lii'Su ^jeople that E. 
cauie ill, the JIartiiiites, were they ]>eopIe of the M'Gaver. 

iieigliljoiirliocid, or strangers ? — They were 

strangers to me, and I believe they were -9 
sti-angers to the county. 

122iX "Were they very peaceable? — Tliey 
were siipiviH'tiiig whatever gentleman was speali- 
ing, at the time tliey came out. iipuii a beer 
b'arrel, or something. I do not know ivli.at he 
was .standing np<:m ; all his party were about 
him, and there was an attempt to liave him 
down, and there was groaning, and the others 
were keeping him up; that wont on for u length 
of time. 

1221. About how many were in the first 
crowd ? — 1 could not say. 

1222. Hundreds ?— 'thousands. 

1223. On the secuiid day, were there a greater 
or a smaller number of strangers? — I do not 
know wlicthcr on the second day there was the 
largest minibev, or the tliird day. 

1224. Do you know of any houses being 

attacked? 

Mr. Butt.'] Do not say so unless you saw 
tliem. 

1225-6. Mr. M' Lnv/ililan.l IVill you tell 
about your own house being bmken? — On tlie 
election day, I stopped till the election was 
over, and when it got dark I was in dread of 
going. 

1227. You were in dread of what? 

Mr. Butt objected to anything being 
gone into wliidi took place after the elec- 
tion. 

!Mr. Justice FitZ(/irald stated that he 
sliould admit anything that took place on 
the day of the polling, as indicative of what 
had taken place during the day. 



Cross-examined !iy Jlr. M-Lauijhlan. 

1200. "Were you guilty cif any covrujit prac- 
tice at the hist election ? — Yo, nor any other 
election. 

1201. Did you intimidate anyone? — Xcver. 

1202. Did you treat anyone? — Xo, never, 

1203. Did you deiunincc anyone ? — Xo. 

12fi4. And you have uumlorod nobody ? — 

Xo. 

1205. You say that you have had a good deal 
of experience of elections ? — ilovc tiian any man 
in tlie county, lay or clerical. 

1206. I believe vuu are .senior parish priest in 
this county ? — Father Geoghegan has called on 
me at my third request. 

1207. You have acted as a political patriot to 
the priests in this county? — I was secretary to 
the club for many years, and am still. 

1208. Did you ever see any iurimidation at 
anv election to equal wliat the Martinites were 
guilty of at this ? 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

1209. Mr. APLnu'/hl/ni.'] Did you see any 
intimidation at the last election? — Xo further 
than what the Mai'tinites did. 

1210. You say } uii live at Granard ? — Yes. 

1211. "Was this the first time on which the 
SliiTtinitcs made an incursion into Granard ! — 
I think they were there <m three or four iimrket 
days. 

1212. On the last market day did many of 
them come ? — A very large crowd of strangers 
came. 

1213. They were not the people of the neigh- 
bourhood — Xot the people of the neighbour- 
hood, with the exception of some of the lowest 
in the town, who took it up and joined, but none 
of the rcspectahle persons jitined them. 

1214. 'The people in the neighbourhood were 
in favour of Jlr. Greville? — Yes, there i.s no 
mistaking it. 

1215. There was no question between the 
priests and the people, as regards Mr. Greville ? 
— Tiio father' was a favourite in tire whole 
county; that is well known; he was so often 
returned without a contest at all. 

1216. Did you in any way endeavour to 
coerce the peojile into the adoption of Jlr. 
Groi-ille — No, there was no necessity ; they 
H'ere im>st willing ; all tiiey wanted was their 
lives to be protected, and I wrote to Lord 
Greville to say “there was no question of it 
but your son’s return will be secured, but the 
peujjlc require protection ;" they were in great 
clanger. I coulci give you many instances where 
shops M'ere fired, and houses opened, and a great 
many jn-evented from voting at all : tliey eat in 
flieir houses, and some men ft-oni the neigh- 
bouring parish came in, and they got into the 
house. 

Mr. Butt objected to hearsay evidence. 

3Ir. Justice Fitzfferald.^ Mi-. Butt's ob- 
jection is well founded ; the witness can 
only tell us what he knoivs himself, not 
what he has heai-d from others. 

1217. Mr. Jil'Lnjighlaii.'] Those people that 

(wuue in you say were sti-angers ? 

1218. Mr. .Bijff.] Did you see them; do not 

sav anything but what you saw ? 

178 . 



The reason I stopped so long was, 
I knew tlie polling was open till five o’clock 
came, and they should keej> the booths open till 
five o'clock. There were a great many people 
who got escorts, and there was an attack made 
on them by the Martinite party, and that can be 
told by somebody else. 

1228. That you did not sec yourself? — When 
I was going home, I was in dread of going with- 
out an escort ; it was dark ; the intention was 
shown the whole day : and seeing that they liad 
gentlemen with them whom I never saw before ; 
the Martinites crowded about the booths when I 
was going in the back to get some polled ; when 
I got in myself, and I voted myself before I left 
the booth, a gentleman spoke to me. 

1229. What did that gentleman say ? — He 
said, "Will vou return him ? ” and. I gave him 
no answer. He said the third time, and I said I 
did not kiKiw. I gave him no answer to tliat, 
and all the party were on both sides crushing 
the priests against them. 

1230. What party was that? — The Martinite 
party. I took it for granted they were the 
party that Avoi-e before in the court-house that 
we were entitled to. When I was going home 
I was so fatigued, that when I was going home 
there were some persons in the court-house up- 
stairs that could not get iiome, and were m 
dread of their lives. Some of them said they 
would rather starve than endanger their lives; and 
I said, “ Well, we have not got an escort for you.” 
“ Then we cannot help it.” And I said, I will 

E sec 
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see •whethci' I can get you a fire and some bread.” 
I was in dread of going to the baker’s, but I got 
r^oine police, who went and got 2 1. worth of bread 
and jtorter, and got it in the l)ack yard. The 
man who supi>licd the bread said that he was in 
dread of sendiu" it out in the street; he was in 
dread. Then I got the same policeman who 
conducted me there to conduct me to my own 
house. When I got there, 1 found my house 
was broken. I would not get up till the glaziers 
came to glaze the windows. 

1231. Did you know a man of the name of 
Thomas Petitt? — I did. 

1232. Is he alive now ? — He is dead. 

1233. Did lUiything happen to him at the poll- 
ing ? — Yes. 

1234. Jlr. Butt.'] Did you see it? — Yes. 

1235. ilr. J^l'Laitiihlav.'] AVhat was tlie con- 
dition of this man when you saw liim?- -^Yiien 
I met him first, lie was .striving to get in persons 
to tlic booths; he was a delicate man, but lie 
was doing the best he could. Then I went off 
to sit upon the tabic to broatlie, and then after 
some time, when he tvas fatigued, he got home 
to his shop, anti he was jioiatod out by some of 
the blackguards of the town. 

1236. What condition was he in Avhen you 
saw him ? — I saw him the clay after he got the 
wotinds. 

1237. Where did he get the wounds? — His 

back was to the door, anil I saw the wound ; he 
got one till the back oi’ the head; his hat was on 
him. I heard that lie got t^vo. He told me he 
got it so quick, tiiat though he was inside the 
counter 

1238. Mr. Butt.'] You did not see it V 

1239. _ Mr. M‘ Lauijhlan.] How long after that 
was it till he died ? — He got the three cuts, one 
on tlie t()reheacl ; as soon as he got that, he got 
another on the forehead, and the blood iluwed.’ 

1240. Mr. Justice FUzi/erultl,] How long did 
he live afterwards ? — I tlo not tliinlc that he 
lived more than eight or ten days. I do not 
know how long he lived. 

1241. Mr. M'‘LaugUlan.] What rank of life 
was lie in ? — He was a respectable shojikeeper. 

1242. I believe he w.aa a man worth 30,000/. 
or 40,000/. ?— Yes. 

1243. He was the leading man there ? — Yes, 
I know he must have been worth a great deal of 
money, when I know how much he left in 
charity. 

1244. Can you give any idea of the number 
of the Martiuite mobs in Grauard the day of tlie 
polling ? — I cannot ; the whole sti-eet was full 
from one end to the other. Jfo Grevilleite could 
come into the street, except those who came 
condneted by the pohee and tlie military. 

1245. Were there thousands of the Slartiuites 
there? — Yes. 

1246. Two or three thousand ? — I cannot say 
the number. 

2147. Was it avast crowd? — An extraordi- 
nary crowd. I never saw such a crowd in 
Granai'd before. 

2148. And it was difficult in gettinff to the 
polling-booth 7 — Yes. 

2149. And the Greviileitea had no chance of 
getting to the polling-booths except under the 

protediou of the military or the police? No 

chance. I was taking down four freeholders in 
the neighbouring pai-isli, and one or two of them 
were knocked down, and the curate of the parish 



came to me to say where they should put in for 
protection. 

1250. What is the name of tlic curate ? Mr 

OTleilly, the curate ol' Father Flanagan. 

1251. What is his Christian name '—Peter. 

1252. Did the nou-dcctors of the Greville 

party aid in getting U|) the voters so as to neu- 
tralize the terrorism of the Martinites? They 

were not allowed hi at all. Thu .--tipendiary 
magistrate, when tlicy cauic into the town, came 
in the west side of iho town ; the west .street 
was occupied entirely hy Martinites. 

1253. Tiic court-hou.se is in the main street? 
— No, jiavtly in the main street, and tlicn it goes 
up to .auother street, culled Nuw-strect ; they »ot 
ill that part of ilie court-house, but (he door into 
main street was not opened at all. When they 
got into the centre of the court-house there were 
two booths, one atone end and one at the other. 

1254. The JIartiiiitc.s were arranged roiiiul the 
bootlis ? — Yes. 

1255. The hotel of Grauard is in the main 
street? — Ye.s. 

12-56. There is an entry through the gateway 
in the side of the hotel into the court-house ? — 
Yes, there is. 

1257. And there is another means of getting 
into tlie hotel much tlie same as here, or getting 
into the court-house from the hotel by a side 
entrance ? — Yes. 

1258. Was tiie hotel smashed at all? — Yes, 
and I saw tlie stones. 

1259. Can you give miy idea of the number 
of military and police who were there ? — There 
were a great number of police. 

1260. Did the military threaten to fire on 
them? — Yes; that was after the attack made by 
tlic Martinitc party. 

1261. Mr. Butt.] Were you present at that? 
— No. 

1262. Mr. M‘L(igldun.] Do you know a man 
of tiie name of .rohn Brierly, leather cutter?— 
Yes. 

1263. He is a voter, I believe ? — Yes. 

1264. Do you know whether anything hap- 
pened to his house ? 

1265. Mr. Butt.] Did you sec it? — No. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] You must con- 
fine tlie "Witness’s evidence to what he has 
seen. 

1266. Mr. M‘La;iMan.] Did you see the con- 
dition in which the house was ? — No, I did not. 

Mr. Butt.] I object to that kind of evi- 
dence. 

1267. Mr. RPLaghlan.] I will put the ques- 
tion, but the Witness need not answei'j] till yow 
tell him : Did John Briarly tell you anythingto 
the effect that he was unable to live in his house 
from terrorism. 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Witness.] John Briarly did not tell me himself, 
but I hearif it from others. 

1268. Can you give me an idea of how many 
houses were injured? — I heard of many houses, 
but I did not see them. Dr. Yaugh’s was broken 
on many occasions, and I heard of others, but I 
did not take memorandum of them. 

1269. Were the Martinites in Gi’anard the day 
before the polling ? — I believe they were the 
whole night in it, because I found them at that 

hoiu’ 
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liouv ill tlie morning in tlie court-house, and 
they were ]jut in there the uight bel’orc, and 
they gut a fire, ami that young hir. Kirk put 
them there. 

1270. Nothing was done to organise a protec- 
tive mob on the Groville side until the raiders 
came in? — No. 

1271. And it was by reason of protecting the 
Grenlleists from the raiders that the other mob 
Wiis organised ? 

Mr. Butt objected to the ciuestion. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgeruld upheld the objec- 
tion. 



lie-examined by Mr. Butt. 

1272. You say that you got bread and porter 
on the day of the election? — Yes, when the 
election was or er. 

1273. IVho paid for it? — X did in the first 



place, but I will be candid ivith you. I asked E. 
the eouductiiig agent, knowing the circumstances 
of tliese jiersons being there and having no protec- ' 1 , 
tion, that they were very hungry, I asked a ould ' 

it l)c illegal to give tliem anytlhiig to eat anJ he ‘ 
said not, and then I got it. 

1274. I siijipose you were paid for it since ? — 

I \vas. 

127.5. U ]in by ? — ^^y iiepliew. 

1276. 11 hat IS he? — Patrick McGiver. 

1277. When did he pay it you? — Some time 
al'terwavds, hut T paid it first, and I calied upon 
him afterwards. 

1278. Why did you c.all upon liim ' — Because 
I knew he had got money. 

1279. And he paid it you? — Yes. 

12S0. I believe Colonel Grevillchad a majority 
in Grenard ? — He had, and lie would have had 
more if the JMartiuites would have allou-ed him. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 



Daniel Ckosbv, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Exham, 



1281. WiiEiiE do you live? — At Cornadring. 

1282. In whose employ are you? — The Honour- 
able Baron liiiglics. 

1283. Ai'cyouhis steward?— Yes. 

1284. What chapel are you in the haliit of fre- 
quenting ? — DnrlDcggan. 

128.3. Du you know Columbkill township ? — 
Yes, I am resident there. 

J286. Do you know the Eev. Mr. Fitzgerald? 
— Ves. 

1287. Is he one of the curates of that parish? 
—Yes. 

1288. Did you hear Mr. Fitzgerald say any- 
thing with regard to the enmioymeut of horses 
at the election, for voters ? — I did not. 

1289. Do you recollect seeing on any occasion, 
close to the cliapel, any notice posted up ? — I do 
not. 

I2C-U. Do you know a iiersou of the name of 
Brierly ? — I have seen him in the town here a 
few days ago, and I have seen him pointed out 
in the "cbai>el by the seijeaiit of the police of that 
district. 

1291. Did vou see anything done to him at the 
chapel? — I did not. 

1292. Did you hear the- Hev. Mr. Fitzgerald 
saving anything in the chapel with reference to 
this election that was to come on in Darbeggan 
Chapel ? — Y"es. 

1293. When was it that you first heard him 
inabe any remarks ? — On ^Sunday the 5th of 
December : it was the Sunday after there was a 
lueetuig in Longford j that was a meeting held 
here by a Mr. Slurtngli, and I believe by Mr. 
Sullivan ar the steps of the court-house; they 
had a flag with a white harp on it. 

1294. Were you aware that Mr. Martin was 
up for Longfoidl — I was; I was in Longford 
on the Saturday before. 

1295. The day the meeting was held here? — 
The day the meeting- was held here. 

1296. Y’ou say that on the next day you were 
at chapel ? — 'five next day I was at chapel. 

1297. Who was tlie omciating clergyman? — 
The Ecvei-eiul IMr. Fitzgerald. 

1298. During any period of the service did 
you hear him allude to the election ? — Not during 
the service, but when I went into the chapel be- 
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fore the securicl iuas.« commenced he seemed very j), CVasSy. 

angry on tlie altar; he said that there was a 

placard put uji iii favoni- of Jolm iisu-tin, and that 
he was a Fenian, an Orangeman, and a prie=t- 
huntcr, and lie tlenouiiced Feniauism in very 
stroni terms, and ended before be commenced 
second ni.ass by cursing the Fenians : that is, I 
believe, the f’ubstance of what he said. 

1299. Mr. Sc-ijeaiit Aymstrunrj.l Just give 
tile words ? — I will as well as 1 can. He re- 
peated frequently, “ This day will not go for 
nothing, this day cannot go, that the tears are 
shed, may they fall on you and not be dried 
save by the burning flames of hell.” Then he 
said, “ You savages, I would take little and 
leave you -vvithout mass on this occasion.” 

1300. When he spoke of shedding his teans, 
did he say to whom he w'as alluding, or whom the 
persona he called“you” were?— The Fenians; 
that is my impression of it on th.at occasion. 

1301. And did he say .anything else? — After 
mass he asked," Will no one point out to me fhi-« 

Brierley, who dared put up the placard cm the 
chapel-walls for this John Martin?” He called 
him again a Fenian and a priest-hunter : he called 
him au Orangeman, and he said that he would 
behead all the pi iests .and overturn the Catholic 
institution.^. 

1302. Did he say anything about any meeting 
that the Eoman Catholic clergy had had ? — No, 
not on that occasion : after that he prayed that 
God might inspire our rulci-s to enact fresh laws, 
to strengthen the habeas corpus, that it might be 
suspended, and that you might be taken and put 
into jail without ti-in! until you rot, and rot you 
may till the maggots and worms eat you, and 
after that that you may go to hell. 

1303. Did he s.av anything else? — Before he 
concluded he cursed them in other terms. 

1304. What did he say? — He prayed that 
their tongues might be paralysed, that they 
could not pray for thems^ves, and their arms 
paralysed that they could not feed themselves, 
and that their feet might be paralysed that they 
could not walk, and after that that they might go 
to hell. 

1305. Did he say anything else on that day 

E 2 about 
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D. Ci-oiby. atout the clergy having a meeting ? — He iliil 
not. 

29 M&icli 1306. Did yon hear him say anything on a 
1870. subsequent day ? — I heard liiui on the follon’ing 
Sunday, at second ma-ss, again say that F euiauism 
or the Fenian leaders had got a dcatli blow in 
thecoiuity; that tlio priests of Lougi'ord met in 
a room at tlic college of St. Mels, and raised the 
cross there, as did the Crusaders of old, and the 
people might now take the side of tlieir iniests, 
their cross, and heaven, or anti-Christ, Orjuigc- 
ineu, and hell. 

1307. Did you hear him say anything further 
that day ? — Nothing. 

1308. Did you hear him say anything aliOiit 
the day of judgment? — He mentioned tliat the 
pai’t tlrey take now will go far to sliow Y-hat side 
will stand or take beside their judge. 

1309. Did yon liear him say anything about 
wanting to see people afterwards ? — I heard liiin 
the Sunday before tlie poll, the 2nd of January, 
tell the people it was a ease of religion, and to 
assemble in the moraiug. 

1310. Mr. Justice Ftiz^era/d.] When was 
this? — Sunday, 2nd Jamiaiy. 

1311. That is the day before the election? — 
The day before the poll. He told them to as- 
semble, and meet at the cross roads called Pert ; 
it is two miles nearer to Granard. Pie told 
them to vote for Eeginald Greville Nugent, but 
he told them to leave ont the word Eeginald, 
unless they might inalcc a mistake, that it might 
be too hard, and say Greville Nugent, that that 
would do. 

1312. Did you hear him say anything at any 
time about how tlie voters were to go to the 
poll No, I did not. lie told them on that 
occasion for to meet liini, the voters and non- 
electors, to meet him outside the cliapel, that lie 
wanted to speak to them ; I did not wait to hear 
what happened there. 

1313. Did you hear him say any tiling about 
tlie supporters of Mr. Nugent fighting under any 
banner, or anything to that effect?— He said 
that they should support their Church. 

Mr. Seijeant Amsirrmff.] He did not say 
anything on tlie 2nd of J anuary about fight- 
ing under any banner. 

Witness.'} I just want to mention a thing 
that occurred to me, that this man Brierly 
was mentioned. 

1314. Did you hear him say auytliing about a 
place called Gallows-luil? — Yes, by the side of 
Grauard. 

1.3J5. Did you see a crowd collected there at 
any time before the election? — On Monday, the 
13th December, I was going into Granard, about 
two or three o’clock on the afternoon of the mar- 
ket day, and I met a crowd coming out, a great 
many of whom I knew, who asked me to sliout 
for Mr. Greville, and I did not like to do it, ljut 
I did do it. There were women with cabbao'c 
stumps, and one leapt up on the cai-. “ 

1316. Was anyone with the crowd that you 
knew?— The Kev. Mr, O’Reilly was with that 
crowd. 

1317. Is he one of the curates of the parish? 
— Yes, he is one of tlie curates of the parish. 

1318. Did you see where the crowd went to? 



— They were coming out of the town; it was I 
daresay, SO perches the Columbkill side of the 
town. 

1319. Did you sec them in a field?— I remained 
alioul hnlfan hour in l!ic town, and I came out 
and saw- them ivitli jars of wliisky, and I saw 
one imiii, Pliiliji Huuligan, and his son; they 
had ajar of wiiisky, and lie asked me to take a 
share of it wi(ii the men wJio were around him- 
1 told him 1 would not; they asked me to drink 
somclhing, 1 told them I would not ; he asked 
me to take it down a hii of the way on the car; 
I did nut do it. 

1320. Who is Philip Umiligau? — A tenant 
to Baron lIiigho,s on sonu* portion of Iris pro- 
perty, iiml he lives In the adjacent property; he 
IS a fiinuer. 

1321. Docs ho follow any business besides ?— 
No. 

1322. Docs Iris son ? — Ilis son is a publican. 

1323. Is th.it the sou that was with him tliat 
day? — Yes. 

1324. IIow' many people were in that crowd ? 
— Atthattiiuo I daresay about 400 or so was 
coming out of the town, but there was not so 
many aliout the jars of whisky, and I was coming 
back. 

1325. it a portion of tlie same crowd? — 
It was a portion of the same crowd ; the women, 
and what would appear to me to he the crowd of 
the town, was not with the Columbkill man ; I 
knew a great many men where tlio whisky was, 
but the low crou’d was not with tlieni tlien, they 
were rcsj)cctablc voters. 

1326. Did you sec that crowd afterwards doing 
aiiytlring? — On that occasion I saw them doing 
notliing whatever, except to caiTy the ivhisky, 
and I saw tliem drinking it 5 in some cases there 
was a couple of jars in the field and some people 
round IIjc jars. Of course 1 did not know what 
was in (he jars, but I have heawl since that it 
was wirisky. I saw jugs aud tins. 

1.327. Did j’ou leave the crowd behind you 
there ? — Y'es ; 1 left the crowd, aud the Reverend 
Mr. O’Reilly came home with me from there on 
the car. 

1328. "Was he thevo when you came up to the 
crowd?- — He .was at the uciu'cst end to Coliimh- 
kill from the crowd ; in fact, it could not well be 
called a crowd, they wore grouped backwards 
and fonviii'ds, 10 or 1.5 round the jars, in different 
liarts of tlie field, and some on the road in some 
places. 

1329. Do you know a person of the name of 
Joseph Smitfi, a publican, living in that neigh- 
bourliood ? — I do. 

1330. What sort of a house does he keep ? — A 
public-house. 

1331. Before the election did you see any 
orders with that man ? 

Mr. Seijeant Armsirorifj objected to the 
question unless the orders ivere produced. 

1332. Mr. Justice Fitztjoruld.} Where does 
Joseph Smith live ? — At Rathmore. 

1333. Is that in the parish of Columbkill r 
Yes. 

Mr. Eiham called for the orders. 

[The Witness witlidrew. 
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Joseph Shith, sworn; Examined by Mr. iJa'Aaw. 



1334. ‘Where do you lire? — Ratlnuove. 

13.35. Do you keep a public-house there ? — 
Yes. 

1336. Did you receive any orders from anyone 
to supply drink previous to the last election for 
the county ? — I did. 

1337. From whom? — The Reverend Father 
O’Reilly. 

1338. Where are the orders now ; Imve you 
got them? — No; 1 gave them up to Father 
O’Reilly. 

1339. When did you give them up to him ? — 
Sometime after the election. 

1340. How long after? — I suppose a week 
after. 

1341. How many orders did you get from 



him ? — I do not exactly know the number of 
ordem. 

1342. What were the orders for? — 

Mr. Seqeaut Armstrong objected to the 
question. 

1343. Jlr. What did you supply 

under those orders ? — I supplied whiskj-s and 
brundj'. 

1344. To what amount? — To the amount of 
about 27 I supjiose, to the best of ray opinion. 

1345-6. To wiioin? — To nou-electors of tlie 
county who went to Granard ; those who went 
to Granard in tlie Grevilieite mob. 

[The Witness ■withdrew. 



.7. Smith. 

29 March 
1870. 



Daniel CrOSSBY recalled; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



1347. Dii> the last witness show you any 
orders, or did you see them in his place?— I did 
see one order. I saw some papers folded up, and 
I saw one order on the top ; the name I saw to 
-the order, but I do not know who -wrote it or 
sent it, or brought it. 

1348. What name was to the order which you 
saw ? — 

Mr. Seijeant Annstrong objected to tlie 
question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald upheld the ques- 
tion. 

1349. Mr. .E’.r/mra.] After what you heard Mr. 
Fitzgerald state, had you conversations with any 
voters of this county? — I had. 

1350. Did any voters make any statements to 

you about not voting after those words of ilr. 
Fitzgei'ald? — The votei-s spoke to me in cemfi- 
clenco, and it is only fair for me to state 

1351. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong^ Give the 
immes ? — Michael Gomiley-Art. 

1352. Mr. Exham.'] Any others?— A great 
many of them spoke to me; James Gormley, of 
Coruadrung. 

1353. Any others? — James Gormley, Michael 
Slalley. 

1354. Is he a voter ? — I think so. 

1355. Were they in the chapel when Mr. Fitz- 
ger.ald spoke ; did you see them ? — I saw' iliehael 
Gormley- Art, of Pauladoey, come from the 
chapel ; I did not see him in the chapel. 

1356. Did the man afterwards vote ? — I heard 
of that; I have no knowledge of it. I was not 
there ; they told me of it. 

1357. Did these men make any statement to 
you with regard to their intention to vote before 
the day of election, and after Mr. Fitzgerald 
made use of that language ? — I heard Michael 
Gormley- Art, of Pauladoey, say he would, not 
support the candidate, Mr. Greville ; that he 
never voted for his father and he would not vote 
for the son, because he was not a good landlord ; 
in fact, as good a landlord as others in the county. 
At the same time I never heard Michael Gorm- 
lev-Art, say he w'ould vote for Martin, that he 
would -wish a third party would come in, and he 
■would support him ; but I heard him curse, aud 
say he never could be induced to vote for Mr. 
Greville ; but James Gormley (Oyne), of Corna- 
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drung, say he would not vote a few days before D. Crossby. 
tlie i>oIl. 

1358. Were you in Granard the day of the 
poll? — I was not. 

1359. Did you see any voters fi-om Columb- 
skill leave Coltirabskill the day of tlie poll ? — 

No, I did not on tlie day of the pcjll. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

1360. Are you a Fenian ? — No. 

1361. Do you know what Fenianism is? — I 
liave often heard of it. 

1362. Have you heard what it is? — It is a 
society which is disliked', and deservedly so. 

1363. I suppose’ you are merely a Nationalist ? 

— You may call me that if you like. 

1364. Do you like the green flag -with the 
wliite harp on it, without a crown ? — I would 
like the green flag with a harp and a crown 
upon it. 

1365. Do you like the green flag with the harp 
upon it without the ciwvn : would you prefer it 
with the crown or without the crown ? — ^It would 
be one tbiug to me. 

1366. Have you no preference? — Not the 
slightest preference. 

1367. You would as soon have one as the 
other? — Yes. 

1368. Are you peifectly sura of that? — Yes. 

1369. Did you ever see u green flag, with a 
■u’liite harp upon it, without a crown? — "Yes. 

1370. Where was that? — In Longford, coming 
dowu the sti’eet, on the 4th of December. 

1371. Walking dowu, I suppose, by itself ? — 

No, it was can'ied down. 

1372. Who were carrying it ? — Some men. 

1373. Did you know any of tiiem ? — Not one. 

1374. Do you know Longford well? — Well, I 
do jiretty -well. 

1375. Was it a strange mob that was canying 
this banner? — Tliey Avere strangers to me, as 
there are a great many in Longford strangers to 
me. 

1376. You know Longford aud the neighbour- 
hood very Avell ? — Yes. 

1377. 'And you did not know a man in that 
procession ? — I did not know the men carrying 
the flag. 

1378. Do you Imow any people in it ? — I know 
Mr. Thomas Broderick. 

1379. That is one of the petitioners ? — Yes. 

E 3 1380. Have 
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J). Orossby. 

sy Marcli 
1870. 



1380. Have you subscribed In the expenses u\‘ 
the j)Ctition? — Not a ]^)ciiny. 

1381. For tlic election?— No, not a penny. 

1382. Mr. Fitzgerald appeared to bo excited 
ilmt day ivlien you went into chapel? — Yes. 

138.3. You appear to liave a very iiccui-iilc re- 
collection of his words ?— They were so original, 
and I never heard the like used in that chapel 
before. 

1384. Did yon ever make a speech yourself at 
any of these meetings ? — Never. 

1385. Did you cnnva».s at the last election ? — 
Never. 

1386. Did. you canv.w any of the Baron’s 
tenants? — Never. 

1387. Did you never ask any man to vote lor 
Martin? — I never asked any man to vote for 
Martin. 

1388. Did you vote yourself at tlie election? 
— No, 1 had no vote. 

1389. You are anon-elector? — Yes, and If I 
had I would have voted for Martin. 

1390. You would vote for the white harp 
without the crown? — I w'ould vote for that man. 

1391. Did you join the crowd coming down 
the street ? — I did not join the crowd coming 
down the street, but I joined the crowd op[)ositc 
the liotel steps. 

1392. Mr. Butt complained that I would not 
let you answer. Now 1 desire you to answer 
fully- You say you would vote for that man; 
what man? — John Martin. 

J393. Did yon ever see him? — Never. 

1394. Where is he ? — I do not know. 

1395. Did he ever give you anything? — No. 

1396. What do you want from him? — I do not 
want anything. 

1397. You are snugly off as yem arc ? — Yes. 

1398. Yon bu}' and sell for the Baron? — 
Yes. 



1399. Why do you like Mai'tin ? — I have heard 
him eulogised by men. 

1400. That is one of Father Fitzgerald’s -words ; 
irhcre did you get that fine word eulogising ; 
what is the meaning of eulogising ? — ].’ raising. 

1401. What did you hear him eulogised for ? 
— Foi- hciiig a good m.-nij and for talning part 
against llie tyivonuy, and so forth, and 1 heard he 
was a good landlord. 

1402. Wiiat do you embrace in the category 
of tvr.'iniiy; did yon ever hear of category? — 
Yes. 

1403. W-'liat is it? — You may say catalogue if 
yon like. 

1404. IVliat do you embrace in the list of ty- 
ranny ? — First, I believe that Jolui Martin, from 
what I could hear of him, has opposed Fenianism, 
pd I look upon Fenianism as a great tyranny in 
its own way. I, secondly, believe that ./olm 
Martin, as I have heard a great many tlirongh 
the county say, John Martin would give justice 
to tenants, and that he would if jMssible endea- 
vour to ha%-e a native Pai’Iiament in Ireland. 

140.5. You would like that; you would have 
no (Ejection to that? — Not the slightest. 

U 06 . lYould you like to be in the native Par- 
liainoiit for Longford yourself, in the category 
of_ M. P. ?— I dare_ say if I was I would be an 
original, and I believe there are original peonle 
in Ireland. 

1407. you not an original man ; did you 
e-\’er notice in your composition a good deal of 
inventive faculty, the flames of imE^ination flash- 
ing around your ample forehead ?-^o. 



1408. Arc you a man of f moy, or a fancy mau? 
— i -I'ancy cerlain things. 

J-IDO. Ihi you sometimes dream ?—Sjiuotimc8 

!410. Did you of late do so''’ — No. 

1411. Do you take notes <.C any spccc-iies you 
bear?— No. 

1412. Dill yon ever take notes of a speech?— 
No. 

1413. Dill you ever lake uule.s of what Father 
Fitzgerald said ? — Not in flic cliapel. 

1414. hut nut of cliapol ? — No, never, e.xcopt 
on thi.n occasion ; let mo explain. I inteml to 
cx]>Iain every word of the evidence I give, aail 
to leave notl'iing unexplained. On Bmuluy, the 
1 2 th of December, 1 gof-a letter from mv master • 
it was on Imsincsa, Imt he merely asked me hiiw 
was tlic Ivoiigford election going, .and lie then 
asked me was the priest for 'Martin, or for G-re- 
ville, or not; it just asked a question about it, 
and I then gave him an oiitUnc of the part that 
was taken b)' the Itcv. Mr. Fitzgerald, but uo 
others, and on uo other occasion. 

1415. Did you in any place take down in 
writing, and make a memoraiuluin to refresh 
your memory, of \vhat Father h'itzgevakl Iiad said 
that day ?— Never, c.xcept what I told you; I 
never held a memorandum of it. 

1416. E.xccpt what you wrote to tlie Baron, 
you did not write otherwise ? — No, I wrote to 
the Baron, and a brotlicr-iu-luw of mine, about 
the same time. 

1417. You liavc no note of it now? — No note 
whatever. I bog pardon again; I want to ex- 
plain another niattei- with reg.ard to this petition. 
About 1.0 or 17 days after the doclaratiou of the 
poll I understood there would be a jictitiou )tre- 
sented, and J. was wrote to by a pai-fy coiiccruiug 
a matter that would assist the ])Ctition, autl I 
liavc given an accoiiut of what 1 have liere ewovn 
to in tliiit letter. 

1418. Did you take a very active part in the 
election ? — No, 1 did not take an active jiai't. 

1419. Did you take any part ; did you try to 
get jieople to vote for Martin?— 1 think I swore 
distinctly that I never asked a m.an. I hm-c said 
that already. 

1420. Yt*u never asked am- man to vote?— 

No. 

1421. MTu) was that gcntlem.an who wrote to 
you, could you give any inibrination, you, a man 
who took no part in the election? — 

IJ'i'tness.] Am I bound to answer that 
question? 

Mr. .luatice Fitz^erahl.'] You arc bound 
to answer it. 

Mr. Dennis P. Sulli^-au, but at the time I did 
know him ; I was not aeciuaiuted with him, nor 
had I ever spoken to him, or one of Mr. Martin’s 
committee, up to a fortnight after tlie election, 
with the exception of one. I think it was the 
12 th, or Sunday the llth. 1 heard after the 
meeting that was held in the college, and then 
here afterwards in the court-house, uiat the can- 
didature of Mr. Martin -w’as withdrawn, and 
seeing tliere was an interest taken in it, I simply 
knew Mr. Sullivan’s appearance from seeing nim 
the Satiu'day before on the steps of the college. 
I asked whether he was Mr. Sullivan from Dub- 
lin, and he said, ‘‘ Yes.” I asked whether Mr. 
Martin’s name was withdrawn from the contest, 
and he said, “ No.” That was all that passed be- 
l-ween me or one of the committee till 16 days 
after the nomination day. 

1422-3. VYLit 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TRIAL OF THK LONfiVOKD COUNTY ELECTION PETITION. 



39 



1422-3. What committee do you speak of? — 
I do not know. 

1424. You do not know? — No. 

1425. Did not you see the same advertisement 
in the same paper in wJiich yciu read the address 
to the -Martins? — Yes. 

1426. You read the newspaper? — I saw the 
fact of the Martin cmniuittee. 

3427. Did not you read the address about Mar- 
tin? — Yes, and the woi-d “committee” upon it. 

1428. You read the address about Martin? — 
Yes. 

1429. And you did not consider Martin a Fe- 
nian ? — No. 

1430. Do you consider O'Donovnn Itossa a 
Fenian ? — Yes. 

1431. Do you know that he was candidate for 
Tipperary ? — Yes. 

3432. Nowjlisten to the address of Mr. Martin, 
whom you do not call a Fenian: “John Martin 
for Longford. Longford to the rescue. A com- 
mittee of the electors of Longfu-d lias been 
formed for the purpose of securing tlie election 
of John Martin, of Kilbrouey. Electors of 
Longford, we apjieal to you not to desert the 
cau.^e of your coiintiy in this crisis of her fate. 
The name of John Martin is, by his heroism and 
his sufferings, inseparably associated with the 
cause of Irish nationality. As you value that 
cause, as you would hai'e self-government for 
Ireland, vote for John Martin. As you would 
libei-ate your imprisoned brothers, vote for .Tohu 
Maitin.’’ IVlio were the iniprisoued brother.?? — 
I dare say they were the Fenians. 

1433. “ As you would unite all our country- 
men in a stniggle for the rights of Ireland, vote 
for John Martin.” Do you think there are 
Orangemen in Ireland? — I Lear so. 

1434. And they ai’e part of your countrymen? 
— Yes. 

1435. Do you tliink that this was an ajipeal to 
all sects of religion to join for the common na- 
tionality of Ireland? — Yes. 

143G. “As you would strike a blow at political 
jobbing, vile eorniption, and place-hunting, vote 
for John Martin. Tiie ulorious example of Tip- 
perary is before you.” Did you understand that? 
— Yes: and I understand all about the place- 
hunting ; that yon did not call my attention to. 

1437. Tell me tlie place-hunters : out with it 
now ; every man that is on your mind ; give me 
every name i>f them ? — I will gi\-e it fully. 

1438. All the place-hunters? — As regards that, 
I will give it yon. 

1439. The past, the present, and the future? 
— I heard that Mr., now Lord Greviile, for his 
true consistency to the Government, had got 
into tlie jieerage, and that if he secured Longford 
for the present Government, with his son as the 
Member, that he would be likely to get a situa- 
tion or a marquisite for his brother, or something 
in that way. 

1440. Ajiything else? — I think it is a very 
good place. 

1441. To gel under a peerage? — Y’es. 

1442. ou never heard of place-hunters ; you 
never heard that Mr. Butt was a place-hunter : 
do you think that there could be such a tiling as 
an honest lawyer at all ? — Indeed I do. 

1443. “ The election of O’Donovau Rossa has 
struck a blow at tlie oppressors of 3 'our country, 
which has been felt throughout Europe.” That 
is a very large place. All Europe ; do you be- 



lieve in that? — I do not ; I believe that the com- 
mittee may be wrong in that one sentence. 

1444. Do you regard this as an adilress to 
support a Fenian? — 1 do, as regards that sen- 
tence, for it was put by itself; and I believe it 
was a mi.?takeu sentence to put in the address of 
John Martin; aud I again believe that Joliu 
Martin cannot be made or held accountable for 
what the committee may do in his ali.-ence. I 
dare say tlierc may he .sentences put in his ad- 
dress, and senteuces used in his abseuc:e in ad- 
dresses fn>m platform? and places, that he would 
not endorse if he was present. 

144.5. Du you thiuk Mr. Sullivan is to blame 
for that? — I heard Mr. Sullivan sneak, and I 
did not hear anytliing seditious in his lan- 
guage. 

1446. You are not an elector, hut you are in 
the secret of who wrote this address ?— I do not 
know. 

1447. On your oath, have you not lieard ? — 
On my o.atli, I do not know ; ’at least I do not 
know, nor did I hear tell ivho wrote a line of it 
or adopted it until I heard Mr. James Martin 
mentioned. 

1448. Did yon ever hear who wrote this ad- 
dress? — By my oath, I do not up to the present 
day. 

1449. And you cannot form a belief: you 
think if was a mistaken sentence; i.s there any 
mistake in this sentence, and “rest on yout 
friend, Steidien .loseph Meany”? — I do not 
know; I saw the man; he was addressing the 
people in Gi'anard. 

14.50. And you stood cheering him ? — No, on 
my oath, I did not cheer him. 

1451. Did not you clap your hands, or hi.-^s 
him? — No, I did not do anything so unmanly. 

1452. Did you never hiss any man? — No. 

1453. Do ^-ou tliink that people do not luss in 
a crowd? — Y^oii miglit hiss, too. 

1454. You wei-e at the meeting atGrauard? — 
Yes; but that is another thing. 

1455. And Meany was on the platform? — He 
was one of the jiarty. 

1456. Making a speech? — Let me explain. 
I was in the crowd, and so were voters from the 
neighbouring country, I believe; but I say I 
was not in the room w-ith the parties, nor did 
I speak to any of that party on that day, nor 
I did not know them, nor I did not know Meany 
ei-en on that clay. I was told the big fat man 
was Stephen Joseph Meany. 

1457. Did you hear him say that the priests 
were a set of ecclesiastical firebrands, whose ob- 
ject was filthy lua'e, and to the tyrants against 
the people ? — I did not. 

1458. To that effect; have you a good me- 
mory ? — No. 

1459. What did he say about the priests? — 

jMr. Butt objected to tiie cross-examina- 
tion. 

1460. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong^ My learned 
friend did not liear his illustiious name ; he is 
enshrined in the annals of history. You listened 
with greedy ears ? — I can give you a portion of 
his speech. 

1461. Give us a specimen ? — I he.ord him say 
there was no great use in taking the note out of 
the landlord’s pocket and putting it into that of 
the priest’s, or sometliing amounting to that; 
tliat he could not see the difference between 

E 4 taking 
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lakin.' the note oui ol' tho laiuUoi-d'si j:)Ocket and 
li’.uiinn' in the pi-icst’s or anybody else s. 

14(1:2. lie wanted to liave it in hisown pocket? 
l)idooiK I dare say )ie nii-'lit, for all I know. 

U(j3. Is not ihntwlmt Mr. Sullivan and the 
wenthnnen from Dublin wanted, ami the gcntlc- 
uKMi and priests should have it all to themselves? 

I believe i have heaitl one man, Jlr. Kenvin, 

who lias been acting with Mr. Sullivan. I heard 
him say that he regretted very min.-h since the 
election that Mr. Me.any’s name or his person 
was intiodnccd into the contest. That is all 1 
know alioiit it. 

14C4. Even Mr. Kevwin regretted it?— I do 
not know Mr. Kerwin, except to sec liiaj since. 

1465. Is he a Longford man ? — Xo, I believe 
he 13 from Dublin. I saw him acting with Mr. 
Sullivan, and I believe he is iVoin Dublin. 

1466. "Was lie ever at your house? — Yes, 
serving a subjiccna. 

1467. 'fo serve as a witness? — Yes. 

1468. Were not you talking to him that day ? 



— les. 

1469. What did he give you for coming; for 
your trouble ? — Ten shillings. 

1470. On this occasion ; surely he did not 
gi\’e you anything on another occasion ? — I say 
he gave me 10 s. on tliis occasion. You may 
class trouble to something else. I say it tvas 
on the subpccna. 

1471. Do not you intend to spend it in eating 
and drinking. "Wdiynot? It is for your trou- 
ble; do not be oftended. Have you attended 
meetings to promote, or get up the petition? — I 
ha^•e not. 

1472. "Were you ever at any meeting for tluit 
purpose? — ImetMr. Kivweii. I went into (jra- 
nard, and I met Mr. Kirwen, and I d<i not say 
that he cmdd be called a meeting. E just met 
him, I believe, by accident; and 1 told him some 
of the fact.s that I knew relative to what occurred 
at tlm idectii'ii. With the exception of that I 
have attended no other meetings. 1 do not tliink 
that could be classed as a meeting. 

1473. I will now proceed with tluit addro.ss. 
“ Tlie election of O’Donovau Kossa has struck a 
blow at the oppressors of your country wliicli has 
been felt throughout Europe.” Who do you 
consider the oppressors of the country ? — 1 do not 
say that I consider anybody oppressors. 

1474. Is there such a thing a.s an ojiprcssion, 
in your opinion ?■ — A bad landlord that ivould 
evict tenants, and give them no compensation for 
their labour, I call that an oppression. I think a 
landlord that would put out a Catholic tenant on 
his religious faith is an opjiressor. 

1475. Anything else ? — I think there may bo 



ojipressioii. 

1476. "The election of John Martin will fol- 
low it up ” (that is the election of O'Donovan 
Rossa), “ by a triumjih that will have even more 
influence on the destinies of yonr country ”; do 
not you understand tliat as a Fenian triumph ? — 
I believe there are sentences in that which I 
would not put in myself, and I believe that Mr. 
John Martin, if he were in the country, would 
not indorse them, I think from his public cbai'- 
acter, he would not. 

1477. "John Martin, although he has in- 
curred the patriot's doom, being imprisoned for 
treason-felony, is perfectly capable of being 
elected. Your votes for him iviU not be thrown 
away. No manstands higher even in the estima- 



fion of his opi)oncnt.s, for his blameless life, his 
high-soiilod purity, ami his noble ami disinter-- 
ested services to his native land.” Did you ever 
hear of any service tlmt. John JiEartin rendered to 
his native land ? — 1. believe he agitated against 
what I chis.s upprossidii, had landlords, and a 
Government that was not dealing fairly, at that 
time, witli Irelam!: ami that fiovennaent has 
admitted it shii'c, and Jius modifioil the laws so- 
far a.s In do away with the Established Churcli,- 
and I believe you gave every a-sslstanco there 
that ymi could, and that was admitting that they 
tyranisod over Ireland for a long time. 

1478. “Ill him the awakening cause of IrisM 
nationality will find a Kttiug representative. In 
tho mime of your country do not let this oppor- 
tunity pass. Listen to no counsels of weakness 
or corruption. Kctiirn .folm Martin as your re- 
presentative, and you will hear the blessings of 
unborn generations of Irishmen, ‘ Far dearer 
tlic grave or tho prison, Illum’d by one patriot 
name, Than the glories of all who have nsen,. 
On liberty’s min tnfanie.’” Where is that from? 
— I do not know. 

1479. Yon do know; did you iicvcrread it be- 
fore ? — I might. 

1480. Who is the patriot referred to there;, 
what book is it. “ Fur dearer the grave or the 
prison, Illum’d by one patriot name, Tliiiu the 
glories of all who have risen. On liberty’s ruin 
to fame.” Do yon know any man that ever rose 
to fame on the mins of liberty { — No. 

1481. Did you ever know of a patriot being in 
gaol ? — I did hear of it ; Smith O’Drien, and 
many others. 

1482. Do you know the jiatriot referred to 
here. “Illum’d by one jiatrioc name”? — I think 
it is .lulm Martin, jirobably, and, with regard to 
earning the blessings i>f uiihorn Irishmen — 

1483. Are you a married nuiii ? — I am. I dare 
say that dohn Martin, or any man who would, by 
honest endeavour and moral feelings, obtain a 
native Parliament, would earn the blessings of 
unborn Iri-shmeii. 

1484. 'W’ere you in Granard on the day of 
election ? — I was not; that shows 1 did not take 
great part, when I did not go there to induce any 
man to vote, or ask liim. 

1485. You might be busy elsewhere. What 
Avere you doing the day of tire election. "Wliat 
part of the country Avcrc you in '? — I was at home, 
in Coniadrung. 

1486. Not taking iuiy part Avhatever? — ^o, 
and in Cornadrung I met the voters coming _ 
home. 

1487. “God save Ireland! Vote for ifolm 
Martin! God save Ireland ” ? — Amen. 

1488. It is a poor parish that cannot afford a 
clerk. You never heard Avho wrote this?— On 
my oath I never heard, and never inquired. 

1489. How long after this speech of the 
priest’s that you told us of Avaa it that you wrote 
to Baron Hughes ? — It was the Sunday on that 
day-Aveek after the other. 

1490. Did you write on the 12th? — It was 
Sunday the 12th that I Avrote. 

1491. Yon never put it into Avriting at all,_ex- 
ceprt in that Avay ? — With the exception that since 
the petition Avas stated to be got up, I have wrote 
it Avilh a vicAV of assisting the petitioners on mat- 
ters for the petition. 

1492. For Mr. Sullivan?— Unquestionably. 1 
thought that Mr. Sullivan Avas more or_ less 

aggiie'^ed 
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aggrierecl, for lie was holding them clown fre- 
quently from the altar as sham patriots tliat will 
sell their countiy for gold, and rub the people, 
and murder them aftenvards ? — 1 thought that was 
wrong. 

1493. Have you a collection of photographs of 
remarkable public characters, which I luavcl you 
had? — No. 

1494. Have you any of tlicm ? — There is one. 
My wife was spending the Christmas with my 
father in Darogiie, ancl there was a newsiiaper, 
the “Irishman,” and it liad a pliotograpli of 
O’Donovan Kossa, and she brought it home. 

1495. And you had it framed and glazed in 
your parlour ? — No, it is not any such thing. 

1496. What part of the Louse .’ — In tlic kit- 
chen, beside the fire. 

1497. Have you notapliotographof Mr. Denis 
Sullivan? — No. 

1498. A full length photograph of ilv. Sullivan? 
— I have not, on my oath, a photograph of any 
one in my house except O’Donovan Kossa. I 
have not a likeness or photograph of Mr. Denis 
Sullivan, or any of tlie Sullivans; there arc no 
likenesses in my house except that ot the 
Honourable Judge Morris, the Honouviible 



Baron Huglies, and, I think, my 'u'ife's sister and 
brother. 

1499. And O’Donovan Rossa ? — Yes. 

15()0. That is a gallery, indeed ? — I assure you 
they are not a gallery ; you make a mistake. 

1501. They are merely there just as thev hap- 
pen to be there? — They were put there liy my 
wife. 

1502. There is O'Donovan Rossa? — He is in 
prison, but bis likeness is there ; I do not see any 
hana in that. 

1503. Have you not some photograplis in your 
pocket ? — No. 

1504. Have you not some photographs in your 
pocket? — No, i swear not, unless somebody has 
jHit tliem in my pocket. 

1505. Is Father Fitzgerald your parish priest? 
— No, he is the curate officiating iu the parish. 

1506. Who is the parish priest? — Father 
Raticau. 

1507. A very elderly man? — Yes. 

1508. Have not you laud of your own ? — No. 

1.309. You are merely stewai-d ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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1510. Where do you reside ?— At Aughacova- 
drinan. 

1511. Do j'ou know the curates of the paiish 
iu which you live ? — I believe Father O’Reilly 
and father Fitzgerald. 

1512. Did you attend chapel on the 5th of 
December ? — 1 did. 

1513. What chapel was that? — The p.avish 
chapel of Colem Kill, Duvbeggan. 

15 14. At auy time before mass had you put up 
any placard in favour of Mr. Martin ? — I hatb 

1515. Where did you put it up ? — Outside tlie 
chapel gate. 

1516. On the roadside ? — Yes. 

1517. What time iu the morning ; was it on a 
Suadav morning that you put it up ? — Yes. 

1518. lYliat time ? — Jxist before second mass. 

1519. After you put it up do you remember 
the Ke\-. Mr. Fitzgerald saying anything? — Not 
until he came out of the sacristry on the altar to 
say mass. 

1520. Did you hear the Rev. Mr. Fitzgerald 
make any observations about you or about the 
placard ? — I did. 

1521. What did Father Fitzgerald say? — 1 
could not tell. 

1522. Do not tell the exact words, but tell the 
substance of it ? — He said when he came out of 
the sacristy on the altar, he said he would take 
little and leave us without mass that day : then 
he commenced to scold .about putting up the 
paper. 

1523. Now tell us, as neai- as you can, what he 
said ; did he refer to yoii by name ? — It was after 
mass, I think, that he referred to me by name. 

1524. When Father Fitzgerald came out at 
second mass to say something, tell us, as well as 
you can, wliat took place ? — He said, I would take 
little or take nothing and leave you without mass 
to-day, and called names to the congregation in 
the cliapelrv. 

1525. 'Wliat names did he call the people ? — 
I could not tell. 

178. 



1526. Now tell me as well as you can? — He 
said they were as bad as myself when they would 
not show me to him. 

1527. Did he call upon them to point vou out ? 
—Yes. 

1528. Did he refer to you as having done any- 
thin" when he asked the people to point vou out? 

— rls. 



1529. Did you say he asked tlie people to point 
you out? — Yes. 

1530. What did he say y'ou had done? — Put 
up one of Mr. Martin’s placards ; he called Mai-- 
tiu a black-hearted PresiDyterinn of the North. 

1531. He used the word black-heai-ted Presby- 
terian ? — Yes. 

15.32. Besides calling iMr. Martin a black- 
hearted Presbyterian of the Noith, do you re- 
member his calling him or his supportcre an.^ 
other names? — He called them Fenians, Gan- 
baldiiins, and infidels. 

1533. Did you hear the word priest-hunter 
used? — Y'es, I believe I did. 

1534. What else did you bear the Rev. Mr. 
Fitzgerald say upon that occasion; I do not want 
the very words, I only want the substance of it? 
— He spoke about Fenians supporting John 
ilai-tin, and that tliey would go to liell or ought 
to "0 to hell ; that they would not be able to raise 
their liands to their mouths to feed themselves, 
and tlie people were to remember that. 

1535. Did he say anything about where the 
people, for the part they took that day, would go 
to afterwards ?— They would go to heJJ. 

1536. Is that exactly what he said ; what did 
he say about hell?— He said that his tears would 
be scalding them in hell. 

1537. Did you hear him say anything about 
the Day of Judgment or the Last Day ! — I do 
not exactW remember. 

1538. Did you heai- the Day of Judgment 
mentioned at all ? — I will not swear that ; there 
were a good many things said that I could not 



1539. Did 
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1539. Did you hear anything said by Mr. 
Fitzgerald about a meeting of the clergy in Liing- 
;c,)-d ? — I did. 

1540. Was that on the 5tli or the 12th? — I 
cannot say. 

1541. Will you tell us what Father Fitz- 
gerald ?aid about a meeting of the clergy? — 
Wliat I reiucniber was, tliut he said that they 
retu'ed into their rooms and olfered up their 
piuyers to God to direct them to do what was 
be.?t. 

;5-J2. What more did he say? — I do not re- 
member. 

1.143. Did you hear him say anything about 
the cross? — I did; but I cannot say what parti- 
cular words ho said about it. 

1544. I do not aslc tlic exact words : tell me 
the stibstance of what he s.aid about the cross ? — 
He said it was for the cross to .support the cr<iss 
and the Hniroh. 

1545. Did he say anything .about people who 
would not follow tlic cross ? — He dkl. 

1.543. What was it? — lie said that they would 
go 10 eternal puni.<hment or .something of that 
kind. 

1547. Mr. Justice Fitz(jer(ild,'\ Give its the 
whole language, and speak it out like a man 

154S. Mr, MmiroeJ^ Tell us, as nearly as you 
can, the words the priest u.scd, and if you cannot 
remember the words tell us tlie substance of what 
he said about the cross and the jieople ? — I could 
not exactly remember the particular words he 
said. 

L549. Without telling the words tell us the 
substance ? — He said that the people who would 
support John Martin woidd go to hell, or some- 
thing like that. 

15.50. Were you present on any occasion when 
Fatlier Fitzgerald addressed the people outside 
the chapel?— I was not; I was outsidS the 
chapelry-yard on the road; I heard nothing of 
wluit he said. 

1551. After Father Fit;^'eraki came out of the 
chapel did he see yon ? — Ffe dkl. 

1552, Now tell us what took place when Father 
Fitzgerald came out? — I was standing opposite 
the cliapelry-gate, two pace.s off the road, and 
when he came out of the chapel-gate lie walked 
over and asked me, “Who are you?” I said, 
“Janies Brierly.” Ho said, “ From where ?” I 
said, “ From Aiighaconulrinan,” and he hit me a 
box, and I staggered down on tlie road, and he 
kicked me several times on the road, 

1653. Did he say anything at the tune he hit 
you the box ? — No, I think not. 

1554. Did he kick you more than once when 

you were down ? — I do not fall 

1555. Did he kick voii more than once ? — He 
did. 

1556. Did he do anything else to you ? — I was 
pushed into a field about five or six perches from 
where he hit me first, and they pelted atones at 
me. 

1557. Who pelted you with stones ? — The Rev. 
Mr. Fitzgerald. 

155W. When Fatlier Fitzgerald came up and 
struck you was he followed Fy any other mem- 
ber of the congregation ? — There was a great 
crowd of the people who came in tlie direction, 
about lO^rches iroin there. 

1559. "Was there anyone of the congr^ation 
' that pushed you or struck you at the time Father 
Fitzgerald did ? — I cannot say ; but a boy named 
Stakeman pushed me on once ; he said, would 



no jjerson take me away, or something of that 
kind. 

1560. At the time Father Fitzgerald stnick 
you did he say anything ? — He did not. 

1561. Did he say anytliing about the ]ilacard 
at all ? — No. 

Cross-o\ivmined by Mr. McLou'^hlan. 

1562. I supjiosc you have no idea why he did 
it? — I was to he down at the tenant-right meet- 

156.3. Yon think tliat was it ; two or three 
days before that you brought two or three of the 
pajiers? — Yes. 

1564. From whom dkl you get them? — It was 
on the Saturday, I wa.s going down towards the 
street. 

1565. Some stranger or other gave them to 
you ? — Yes. 

1566. You tliink all the harm you did was 
simply putting up the placards? — I think so. 

1567. Tliat was the oddressof Martin, was not 
it — Yes. 

1568. Tliat address about O'Donovaii Rossa? 
—Yes. 

1.569. Arc you high up in the Fenian order ? 
— No, nor any other order; I never took or ad- 
ministered the oath of any secret society. 

1570. Then you know that tliere are always 
oaths in those secret societies?— I am told so. 

1571. Are yon in the habit of putting up 
placards now on the chapel walk? — No. 

1.572. Do you know who put up the placard 
that was put up some time ago, about Pray for 
tlic souls of Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien ”? — do. 

1573. Was it. you? — Yes. 

1574. Then you do put up placards? — It was 
not a placard. 

1575. Tt was a written placard? — Yes. 

1576. Those were the Manchc.ster martyrs? — 
Yes. 

1577. Taken red-linnded, opjioeing the law, 
you are not a Fenian? — No. 

1578. I believe he blamed you for being a 
Fenian? — He said I ivas. 

1579. Did not lie say that yon were the pro- 
pag.ator ofFcnianism in the parish? — Yes. 

1580. And a curse to it? — Y’es, he did. 

1581. Dkl you ever hear Rody the Rover ? — 

I dkl. 

1582. Do you admire his character? — No, I 
do not know whether there was such a character 
there. 

1583. I thought you said you knew him 5 how 
long ago is it since you put up the placard calling 
upon the people to pray for the souls of tliose men, 
the Mancliester martyrs ? — Before Christmas. 

1584. Was it the anniversary of their death? 
— It was not. 

1585. Dkl you write it yourself? — Yes. 

1586. Did not you know that in putting it up 
there, you were putting it up in opposition^ to 
tlie wishes of your clergy ? — No, I did not think 
I was. 

1587. On the chapel gate? — It was not on the 
ch apel gate. 

1588. On the porch of the chapel? — In the 
porch. 

1589. That is inside the door? — Yes; I thought 
it was no harm to get any person to pray for 
them. 

1590. Did you think that those persons .were 
just in the same category as any persons who had 

died 
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died a aatural death ; you said it was an ordinary 
thing to get people in'ayed tor, and you thought 
no harm of it ; upon your oath, as you hope to 1)C 
believed, did you think that that was an ordi- 
nai-y case ? — I did ; I thought it was no harm to 
have them prayed for. 

1591. Did you think it was an ordinary case ? 
— I do not uudei'stand y<.m. 

1592. Did you believe that they were martyrs ; 
did not you know that the priests would not 
approve of if/ — I believe they were hanged. 

1593. Did yon believe, or do you believe, that 
they were martyrs wl\o suffered unjustly, and in 
a good cause ? — I do not think I can answer that. 

1.394. You must answer it; do you believe 
they wore martyrs who died in a good cause ? — 
I helieve martyrs die for tlicir religion. 

1595. Do you believe that those tiirec men 
were martyrs, dying in a good cause ; did they 
die for their religion ? — I do not know. 

1590. Do you call it religion to shoot a police- 
man ? — No. 

1597. I aslc r-ou again, do you i-egard those 
peoj)lc in a religious sense, as martyrs ; do you 
or not ; yes or no ? — I do not know wliat to say 
about calling them martyrs. 

1598. Slake up your mind and answer/ — No, 
I would not call them martyrs. 

1599. Did you write this paper your.«clf? — 
Yes. 

1000. Ujion your oath, wliat was the reason 
you did it / — To get them pr.ayed for, 

IGOi. Before this, did not you know that Mr. 
Fhzseralcl had in tlic strongest language de- 
nouneed Feaianism as creeping into the parish ? 
—No. 

1602. Do you go to mass every Sunday? — 
Mostly; he never denounced Feuianism before 
tliat. 

1603. Are you sure of it ? — I never heard of it. 

1604. ^Vas tliat the beginning of lus denuncia- 
tions oi' you, as being the propagator of Fenlan- 
ism in the parish ?— it was before that ; the paper 
was put im before lie spoke to me. 

1G0.J. Were there many ^>eopIe who blamed 
you as being a Fenian there? — 1 do not know : 
a great nuniher of the people do not speak to 
me since he told them not. 

1606. You do not know whether the people 
generally regard vou as a Fenian ? — I do not 
know. 

1607. You are not an elector? — No. 

1608. Do you know tliat you are put down 
here as having been bribed 1 — No. 

1609. Then you are first there ; is your name 
Peter Brierly?— No, James Brierly. 

1610. You were present in court, I suppose, 
wlieu I\Ir. Crosby was examined ? — Tes. 

1611. I suppose you admired him greatly ? — 
No, I did nut. 

1612. Are you sure that Father Fitzgerald 
said all the things you have said in answer to my 
learned friend's questions ? — Slore. 

1613. "Was not his denunciation all through 
Feaiauism ; did not he say that the Fenians 
were the enemies of the Church <.if God, and of 
all love and order ? — He did ; but lie said the 
Fenians were the suiiporters of John Martiu. 

1614. Did not he point out that the Fenians 
would put an end to all love and all order for 
protection of life and property ; did not he say 
that? — He did ; or something like it. 

■ 1615. Did not he sav that it was eiioueh to 
178. 



bring down tlie curse of C’od upon the land, ii 
this man were supported ? — He did. 

1616. Did lie seem in earnest ? — He did. 

1617. As a priest upon the altar of God / — Yci. 

1618. Charged with the c.are of souls of the 
peo]ile, and he denounced tliem there as likely 
to do an act that would bring down God's curse 
upon the country? — He never denounced them 
till the election was struck. 

1619. Did you not say, in answer to ni.-. that 
the bcgimiing of the denuudation of the Fer.ions 
was when you put up the paper/— That is the 
electioneering paper. 

1620. I talk ahuiit Larkin's paper; do you be- 
lieve that there are any Fenians in the coujity/ 
— I cannut say there are. 

1621. I take your belief ujion a cuiumon que^- 
tion iu crosi-exainiuatioii ? — I believe there are. 

1622. A great many; I .«iippose you know 
vour own parish better than any other jiarish / — 

1 helieve 1 do. 

1623. How many l^cnlnns do you think there 
arc. in yuiir jiarish/ — I would not sa)’ how many. 

1624. Do you believe that there are a great 
many ? — 1 do not know : I cannot say how many. 

1625. I will tiike your belief; do not you he- 
lieve that all the Feuiuns supported IMr. Martiu 
against the priest? — I believe T supported l.i:n 
myself, and I am no Fenian. 

1626. The question is, do not you believe i!.xt 
all the Fenians, be they few or nuinerou.? in the 
jiarish, siipjiortcd Mr. llariin against die priests 
and the county ? — 1 do not believe that they did. 

1627. Did tliey sujipovt the priest against Mr. 
Martin? — Yes, .some of them. 

1628. And but for the supporting of the priest* 
against Mr. Martin, I siipiioso you would not say 
there would have been a Fenian trial to try and 
succeed here ? — No. 

1629. You were not anxious yourself for the 
success ? — Yes. 

1630. Iu order to favour the success of John 
Martin? — Yes. 

1631. It would not have been a Fenian trial? 
— No. 

1632. You say yon could not tell whether it 
would be a Fenian trial ; now, you say it would 
not be a Fenian trial? — It is not any party 
feeling. 

1 633. But more love and affection for a man 
you never saw ? — Yes, 

1634. "What is your business ? — "Weaving 
frieze. 

1635. Before you ttxik to weaving frieze, what 
were you ? — I used to work at carpenter work. 

1636. Before you worked at carjieuter work 
what were you doing? — "Weaving. 

1637. Were you in the employ’ of the railway? 
— Yes, three years. 

1638. You just, on your own accord, left them 
inspired with the notion of taking to weaving? 

— N 0. 

1639. What then? — I came home to my bit of 
land. 

1640. You had not the land till you were at 
the railway ? — I had. 

1641. That is the explaiiatiou you give? — 
Yes. 

1642. I suppose you left of your own accord? 
—No. 

1643. ilake a general confession : tvhat did 
Ton leave for ; why did vou leave ; did you leave 
of your own accord ? — No. 

i- 2 1644. Tell 



J. B'MfI,. 

o-lilTch 
1 ?70. 
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J Briefly. Relieve I was 

' clismissed. 

29 March 1645. Tell iis all about it; you were blamed 
1870. in the wrong? — I do not know that. 

1646. Some secret notion they had about you? 
— I do not knoAv. 



Ee-eNaiuiued by Mr. Mo?iroc. 

1647. You say that you nut up the placard 
about Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien ; were you 
blamed when you put it up? — Not till after the 
election. 

1648. After you mxt the placard up were you 
in Father Fitzgerald’s house ? — Yes. 

1649. How soon after ? — Some one was making 
a collection at the chapel gate, and I had no 
money; he asked me wliy t would not pay the 
money, and I told him I would give him 6 d. 
the following Monday, and I went to his house- 
keeper and gave 2 s. 6 d. ; she brought out 2 s., 
and said she was obliged to me. 

1650. How soon after putting up tlie Larkiu 
placard were you iu Fatlier Fitzgerald’s house ? 
— I cannot say. 

1651. Did he denounce you iu the house? — 
He did not ; I did not see him in the house. 

1652. Did you hear that special masses were 
said for the repose of the souls of these men ? — 
Yes. 

1653. Mr. Mcl.auff 111071,1 your evidence 

that Mr. Fitzgerald celebrated special masses for 
the repose of the souls of these men? — No. 

1654. Mr. Afo7i7-oc.] Did you ever see any 
placard for these men up on that chapel? — 
Yes. 

1655. How long ago? — A year or two ago; I 
cannot say how long. 

1656. How long did it remain there? — It re- 
mained a long time. 

1657. In the very same place? — No, it was 
put up outside the door, on the sill of the 
door. 

1658. How many Sundays didit remain there? 
— I cannot say how inan3% 

1659. Mr. Justice Fitzgej-ald.] I want to 
know wliei'e it was that you put up the martyrs’ 
placard ? — Opposite the gate. 

1660. On the gate post? — No, as you go in 
at the gate. 

1661. The blank wall? — Yes. 

^1662. They put it up on that wall? — 

1663. The printed placard ? — Yes. 

1664. What was upon it ? — Ido not recollect 
the words. 

1665. That gate wall was not pai-t of the 
chapel premises? — Yes, part of the fence of the 
chapel. 

1666. Now, as to the other placard about 
Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien, where did you put 
that up ? — Inside the courts of the chapel. 



1667. Ill the entrance ? — Yes. 

1668. Did you know anything of these three 
men yourself? — Nothing more than what I saw 
on the paper. 

1669. You heard they had been executed? 

Yes. 

1670. Did you know for what?— From what I 
saw in the papei’S, I lielieved for tlie murder of 
a policeman. 

1671. You were aware that they were charged 
witli murder and convicted of murder? — 

1672. And these men you knew nothin® 
about you put up this placard about? — Yes. 

1673. What induced you to do it? — Simply 
to have them prayed for. 

1674. Is it your habit, when you find a man 
coui'icted of murder, to put up a placard to have 
pvaj'crs for him? — No. 

1675. Do you mean to tell us it was simply to 
have them prayed for, or to express yoiu’ own 
sympathy for the men who were tried and con 
victed for tlic murder of a policeman ? — I do not 
beliei'e they were guilty of murder from what I 
saw in the paper ; I believed that tliey did not 
intend to kill the man. 

1676. But he was killed on the occasion? — 
Yes. 

1677. Do you mean to tell us now that your 
object was simply the pious object of having 
prayers for the souls of these three men who had 
been so executed, or to express your sympathy 
for them ? — It was to have them prayed for. 

1678. Simply, and with no other motive? — 
No. 

1679. When did you put up tlie Larkin 
placard ? — Some time before Christmas. 

1680. How long ? — I could not say. 

1681. About how long before you put up the 
Martin placard ? — I could not say. 

1682. Was it before you put up the Martin 
placai-d ? — It was. 

1683. Mr. McLaughla/i (through the Coart).] 
What became of the Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien 
placard? — It «as pulled down after the election 
commenced. 

1684. I believe it was only a very little time 
before you put up the Mai’iin placard that you 
put up the other ? — It was some time before, I 
think. 

1685. Will you say that it was notin Novem- 
ber ? — I will not say so. 

1686. Or in December, you would not say ? — 
No, 

1687. The end of November ? — I do not know. 

1688. Did you put uj) the first about Allen, 
Larkiu, and O’Brien? — I did. 

1689. Have you ever seen in the same place 
in that chapel any requisition to pray for the soul 
of anybody else? — No, not directly. 



[The Witness withdrew. 



Owen Hands, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



0. Hands. 1690. You are in the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary? — Yes. 

1691. What rank do you bold? — I am sub- 
constable. 

1692. Where are you stationed? — At Dram- 
lish. 



1693. Is that in this county ? — Yes. 

1694. Were you at mass on the Sunday before 
Christmas clay ? — ■! believe I was. 

1695. Where? — At Drnmlish. 

1696. Who is the curate of Drnmlish ? — Father 
Felix Dufiy. 

1697. On 
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1697. On tliat day did you hear Mr. Duffy 
say anytlimg about the coming election ? — It 
might he that day. 

1698. Some day did you? — Yes. 

1699. You are not sure of the day ? — No. 

1700. Are you quite sure that on some day 
you heard jfr. Duffy speak about the coming 
election in the chapel?— I heard both Mr. 
Duffy’s speak of it. 

1701. Who is the other? — Father John Duffy. 

1702. Are they both in the same parish? — 
Yes, as pai-ish priest and curate; Father John 
Duffy is the parish priest. 

1703. First, as to the curate, the Bev. Felix 
Duffy, did you hear him say anything about the 
election ? — "Tes ; I did. 

1704. Can you recollect what it was? — I can- 
not give any clear account of it ; I took no note 
more than any other thing that passed. 

1705. Did he speak about Mr. Martin's sup- 
porters at all ? — I believe be did. 

1706. Do you know whether he did or not ? — 
Yes, he did. 

1707. When did you see Mr. Duffy last ? — I 
saw him yesterday. 

1708. ^Yere you speaking to him yesterday? 
—No. 

1709. When were you last speaking to him ? 
— 1 was speaking about a fortnight ago. 

1710. '\Vere you siieaking about the evidence 
you were to give here ? — No ; nor to anybody 
else. 

1711. What did yon hear Mr. Duffy say as to 
Mr. ilartin’s supporters ? — I will tell you ail I 
know ; I heard the Rev. Father John Duffy 
speak of all that Colonel Greville Nugent had 
done. 

1712. Just listen to me. I am not asking a 
word about Father John Duffy at present; tell 
me what you heard Fatlier Felix Duffy say? — 
He said something about Fenians: he said first, 
to recollet that he disapproved of Fenianism; 
that he condemned it ; at the same time he be- 
lieved that tliey had a higher object than in 
bunting down the priests, or some such expres- 
sion as that. 

1713. Having said that, what more did he 
say? — Well, I could not exactly say. 

1714. Did he say anything about Mr. Martin’s 
supporters at this election? — Yes, he did. 

1715. What?— He said something about the 
unknowns ; he did not know wliom they were ; 
petticoat boys, or something of that kind. 

1716. Did he call them Fenians? — He may, 
or may not. 

1717. Can you tell me? — I cannot. 

1718. Did he call them by any name'? — I do 
not think he did more than that. 

1719. Do you recollect the expression “raid- 
ers” being used? — No; not on tliat occasion, I 
do not. 

1720. On any occasion? — No; I never heard 
of the expression “ raiders ” being used. 

1721. Did you ever hear Father John call 
them raiders? — Yes, I did hear Father John; 
it was merely in my presence. 

1722. I speak of what occurred on the altar? 
— This did not occur there. 

1723. Did you hear the expression “ Orange- 
man” used? — I do not think 1 did. 

1724. Did you ever hear either Father Felix 
or Father John speak about any parties going to 
Ballynamuck ? — -no. 

1725. Nor the cross-toads? — No. 
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1726. Are you sure of that ? — Quite. 

1727. Tell me anything you heard either Fatlier 
John Duffy or Father Felix Duffy say from the 
altar about the election ? — I have heard no more 
except what I liave told you. 

1728. You were going to say something that 
Father John Duffy said — It was not from the 
altar. • 

1729. Where did he say it? — On the 26th of 
December. 

1 730. In what street ? — In the street of Drum- 
lish. 

1731. Tell me what he said? — He said that 
these parties had no right to make a raid upon 
his parish. 

1732. Is that all that you heard him say? — 
That is all I heard him say. 

1733. Did you either at any time in the chapel 
or on the altar, or anywhere else, hear Father 
Duffy say anything about Martin’s men coming 
back' from Ballynamuck in the streets of Drum- 
Ilsh ? — Which of the Father Duffy’s ? 

1734. Either of them ? — I do not understand 
the question. 

1735. Did you ever hear Father John Duffy 
say anytliing upon the subject of a body of 
Martin’s supporters returning from Ballyna- 
muck ? — No. 

1736. Did you ever bear Father Felix Duffy 
say anything 'about it ? — I have no recollection 
of it ; I took no note of these things. I never 
expected anything of this sort would occur. I 
never took 'any notes whatever; many things 
misrlit pass and I might not recollect it- 

1737. Did you ever hear Father John Dufiy 
or Father Felix Duffy say anything in connection 
with the election about the cur.-=e of God ? — I do 
not believe I did. 

1738. What do you mean by you do notbelieve 
you did?— It is mssible it might have escaped 
inv memory, but I do not believe I did hear if. 

1739. Is it possible you may have heard it, and 
it had escaped your memory ? — Indeed, it is so. 
I heard so many things connected with it. 

1740. Why Sid you hear so many things con- 
nected with' it ■?— Everybody was speaking of 

^ 1741. I now speak of Farher FelLx Duffy or 
Father John Duffy ?— I never had any conver- 
sation with them. 

1742. Did you ever hear them, in the street ot 
Drumlish, say anything on a Sunday evening 
about the election ; do you remember seeing them 
in the street on or about the Sunday evening ? — 



1743. Did they speak in the street about the 
election on Sunday evening?— He did; but I 
was not present. 

1744. Who was present; who is your officer ? 
—Mr. Smith was then ; I liave no officer now. 

1745. VVho were the other constables who 
were with you in Drumlish; how ma^ have 

you? We have the Head Constable Cowper. 

Constable Murphy, Sub-constablc Ryan, Broivn, 
Geoghegan, and Jennings. 

1746. Were you in Drumlish a mouth before 
the election ? — T^es ; for the last two years. 

1747. Did you see any crowds in the streets 
of Drumlish ? — "res: I did. 

1748. Did you see auy drinking going on. 
among the crowds? — Yes ; on one occasion I saw 
parties getting drink. 

1749. What occasion was that? — The second 
night after that, I believe. 

p 3 1750. After 



0. Hands, 

29 March 
1870. 
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0. Handf. 17-50. After what? — After the 2Gth of Dorem- 
ber. 

SQ March 1751. M'herc did you see the people gattiny 
tSyo. tijp iliiuk ? — In front of John Iloynoldsi' liall. 

1752. "Who John Reynolds? — He is u pub- 
lican. 

1753. How many people did you sec drinking 
in Jolm Reynolds' liou.«e? — I cannut say. - 

1754. Twenty ? — Yes, and .50 and more. 

1755. On .Sunday evening the 2Gth ol' Decem- 
ber, did you see 50 people drinking in doini 
Rey nolds’ house ? — Not on that occasion ; I was 
not there ou that occasion. 

1756. On which occasion was it that you sarv 
it? — It wjis the first or second night after (hat. 

1757. Who were they that you saw drinking 
there ? — L cannot say. 

175S. Did you know them ? — No. 

1759. Wore they strangers to you entirely? — 
They were from the ncig^ibourhood, hut I could 
uot piu'licalarise them. 

1760. Did you see anybody you knew at John 
Reynolds’ house? — Yes. 

1761. \\’’ho? --I saw a party giving drink 
there ; he was standing in the hall, and giving 
them whisky. 

1762. Where were the people coming from? 
— They u'ere coming out of a large room ; they 
were drau-n up by a omstable and placed outside 
the door opposite on the street, and 1 saw them 
coming out, and these men got a glass of whisky 
in the hall 

1763. What time of day was this? — After 
night. 

1 764. Were llierc a large ci’owd coming out of 
John Reynolds’ house? — There were. 

1765. Did you sec a penson give eadj tif them 
as they came out a glass of wliisky ? — I cannot 
say that he gave each of thorn ; lie gave ii num- 
ber of them. 

1766. "Who was the person who g.avc the 
whisky ? — M'Keon. 

1767. Where does M’Keon live? — In Dvuin- 
Hsh. 

1766. What is his Christian name ?— Thomas. 

176t». Did you see anybody you knew there 
besidc.'< him ? — Yes. 

1776. Wlui? — I saw Rather Felix Duffy 
there. 

1771. Where was Fatlier Felix Duffy? — He 
was there in the hall. 

1772. While the whisky was given? — Yes. 



1773. Did you sec anyone else that you knew 
there ?---I might. 

1774. If you can recollect, say so ?— I do not 
believe I did. 

1775. If you did, you cannot rectillect 

N... 

1776. Did you .sec drink given in that house 
on any other occa.sioii? — Mo, I did uot see it. 

1777. Or in any )>arl of the town of Dnimlish 
did you sec drink given — No. 

1778. Was the head con.stable with you? — 
Yes, the head coustable went into the house. 

Cross-e.'caiuinud by Mr. Serjeant Armstruu^. 

1779. Were you stationed in Dmmlisli at that 
time ? — Yes. 

1780. i .speak of the day on which the drink 
was given? — I couhl not say the day. 

1781. I speak of that day ; did you observe a 
large crowd of people in the town on that dav ; 
— 1 do not believe there were. 

1782. Were you ou duty that day through the 
town, or were you barrack orderly? — No, I wa* 
nt)t bari'aclc orderly. 

1783. Were you on duty in tlie town thatday ? 
— Yes ; I do not liiiow where I was on duty that ■ 
day. 

1784. I am iu)t asking about the time you saw 
the drink in the early portion of the day; were 
you up and dow4i and through tiie town; were 
there a iniiubcr of i>o<jple in the town ? — I believe 
there were a number of people in the towm. 

1785. That day? — Creucrally and all night; 
they used to come in in the evening. 

1786. Was there any noise or rioting that you 
saw during the day or during the evening? — I 
believe there ■was. 

1787. Did yoti arrest any ])copli' ? — Yes. 

1788. What time of the day ? — About nightfa!! 
I began to arrest. 

1789. Then you are only si)eakiug from liear- 
say ? — I saw the [nTSonevs ))vuught into the bar- 
racks. 

1790. Which ]iarty did they belong to; wore 
they Martiuites? — ! do not know. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 

Aclj(iurued for a short time. 

Upon re-asscmhling — 



Patuick Cahill -was called in ; and Iiaving l^een sworn, was Examined by Mr. E.vham, as follows : 



P. Cahill. 1791. M'iiere do you live ?— Near Dublin. 

1792. ere you in Longford last December? 

— Yes. 

1793. Do you know the Rev. Mr. O’Farrell? 
—I do. 

1794. The Roman Catholic curate here in 
Longford ? — Y es. 

17'.)5. Did he state anything to you, or do any- 
. thiug^to you, with regard to that election ? — rfe 
did ; iic refused to hear my confession. 

1796. Did he assign any reason why? — He 
did. 

1797. What was it? — Because I had been a 
member of the Martin committee. 

1798. How soon before the election was that? 
— 1 could uot weE say what length of time. 

1799. How soon was it after Martin was an- 



nounoed as a candidate ? — I should say about a 
fortnigljt, as well as I eoidd remember. 

1800. Did this occur at the chapel?— Yes. 

1801. Were you at Druialish? — I was. 

1802. What day ^vas it you were at Drumlisli ? 
— The Sunday after Christmas. 

1803. Who was with you there? — Mr. Kinviii 
and Mr. Meaney. 

1804. Was there any crowd with you, or any 
number of people with you? — Not ■with tis. 

1805. Did anything happen to you ? — Y’es. 

1806. What was it ? — We were stopped in 
Drumlish by a crowd. There ■were stones 
tlirown. 

1807. Were there many persons in that crowd ? 
— I should sav about 100 at least. 

1808. Did 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TRIAL OF THE LO.NOFXRD COUNTY ELECTION TETITIOX. 



1808. Did you know any of the persons who 
attacked you ? — I did not. 

1809. \Vas the car stopped ? — It was. 

1810. Were any expressions made use of by 
that crowd to you ? — I do not remember there 
was. 

1811. Did .anything happen to j'onrselfr' — 
Yes. 

1812. Wliat was it ? — I got cut in the ear 
with a stone. 

1813. AVere you on an outside car at the time? 
—Yes. 

181-1. AYere you going through the town? — 
Yes. 

181.3. AA’’ere you doing anything at the time 
that you were struck ? — No, going peaceably. 

!81C. AA’as there much uoise as you were pass- 
ing when stones were being thrown ? — Y es, mere 
Wii-= some excitement. 

Cross-examined by Jlr. Serjeant Aruis/rotn/. 

1817. You were one of tlic committee? — Ye?. 

1818. AAnio appointed you? — No person. 

1819. You appointed youi'self ? — Yes. 

1820. I believe you are a clerk of Mr. Miir- 
tagh’s ? — Yes. 

1821. And a Lojigford man ? — Y’es. 

1822. Can you tell me the names of the other 
members of the committee? — Mr. Murtagli, Mr. 
John Quinn, ilr. AA’iiHam .Morrow, Tliomas 
Brodrick, Mr, Bdward Duggan ; I do not re- 
niemljer anv more. 

1823. AA^as Stephen Joseph Meauey one of 
tliem ? — Not that I am aware of. 

1824. Did you ever see him at a meeting of 
the committee? — Yes. 

182.5. Frequently? — Not frequently. 

1826. Doing business ? — Yes, he was there. 

1827. Acting?— Yes. 

1828. Did 3'ou see Mr. Sullivan there? — I 
did. 

1829. AA'hich of them, or both ? — Denison. 

1830. AYas the other there, his brother? — I 
saw him twice in Longford. 

1831. At the Committee ? — Y'es. 

1832. And Mr. Dcidsou Sullivan, frequently ? 
— Yes. 

1833. He was a very acth’e man in it, 1 be- 
lieve ? — Yes. 

1834. Chief man ; which was the chief man, 
do you think ; did Meaney get the chief com- 
mand? — I could not say who was the principal 
person. 

1835. A\’’ho was the general chaimau; was 
not Meaney ? — I am not aware he was. 

1836. Did you not know he was a convict? — I 
heard tliat he was. 

1837. Doubly so ? — I did not 

l6o8. For treason-felony and common lar- 



ceny: you knew that; what age are you? — p r^,!;p 
About 30. ' 

1839. Do you live with your mother? — I 20 Msreli 

dick 3870. 

1840. Du you live with her? — No. 

1841. AVhere is she? — At home. 

1842. AA^iere is her liome ? — Longford. 

1843. AYhere do you live? — In Dulilin. 

1844. AVliat took you to Dublin'! — Business. 

1845. AA’ere you living witli her up to the time 
you left Longford ? — Y'es. 

1846. Always living with her? — Not always. 

1847. Did she not turn you out of the house 
for your bad conduct ; your immoral conduct ? — 

She did not. 

1848. Do you know Mary Ann Kennedv ? — 

I did. 

1849. AA^’here is she ?— I cannot say. 

1850. AA'lien did you see her last? — Some 
mouths. 

1851. Do you know she I.s dying in her con- 
finement, seduced by you? — I do not know it. 

1 852. On your oath, do you know there was 

one of the clergy of the town in attendance upon 
that dying woman, seduced by you ; do you Icnow 
it; have yon not ruined many girls about 
Longford ; on your oatii? — I do not believe 

18,33. AA’ere you ever cliarged with it? — I was 
not cliai-ged. 

1854. How many children ai-e said to be yours? 

— None that I am aware of. 

18.55. Did you never hear it? — No. 

1856. You seduced Maiy Aun Kennedy ? — I 
do not believe I did. 

1857. But you knew her improperly and 
criminally ? — Yes. 

1858. Did Mr. O'Farrell make any excuse of 
that kind when lie refused your confesaiou ! 

— Certaiulv not: did not ask the question. 

1859. Mr. Justice Fit:fferald.2 AA’liat did Mr. 

O’Farrell say to you when he refused your con- 
fession? — Before 1 commenced making my con- 
fession, he said he would not hear my confession 
except I ivould renounce all connection with the 
Mai'tinitc Committee, as I was an influential 
member of that committee : and I asked him to 
liear my confession, and he would not. 

ilr. Justice Fitzf/erald asked IMr. Butt if 
this was the same Rev. Jlr. O’Farrell who 
was examined as a witness. 

Mr. Biift said it it was, but he had called 
him mei'dj’ to prove the meeting of the 
priests, and had therefore not examined him 
upon this pijint ; he would do so, however, 
in cross-examination. 

Mr. SerjeantArMJst/on^saidMr. O’Fan-eli 
would be called at the proper time. 

[The AYitness withdrew. 



Michael Gormelt-Art was called in, and having been sworn, was Examined by 
Mr. 3funro, as follows : 



1860. For whom did you vote at the last 
election ? — Mr. Greville. 

1861. Had you at any time expressed an 
opinion in favour of Martin? — Never in my 
life. 

1862. At any time before the election, did yoti 

receive anv orders from Father Fitzgerald or 
Father OTieiliy ? — Never. * 

178. 



1863. You got no orders ? — No. yf, 

1864. Did you receive any diiuk at any par- __ 
ticular place ? — I had no communication with 

either ol the clergy at an}’ time. 

1865. AYhat I am asking is, did you at any 
public-house in your neighbourhood get auy 
drink ? — I drank two nights, but I do not know 
who gave it. 

F 4 1866. AATiere 
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lir!66. ‘Where was it you were clmiklng? — 
I cli'iuik iu Joseph jrLeedV. 

\a.G7. 'When was it you were drinking there ? 
— One of the nights we came ont of CTi-nnard. 

1868. riad you been at ameetingthero on that 
day ? — I iiad. 

*1869. What was the meeting about? — Well. 1 
belici'c it was speeching. 

1870. were speeddng at Gvanard when 
you went iu to listeu there ?—l cannot tell how 
much. 

187 1 . Were any of the clergy speeching there ? 
— I <li<l not hear them. 

187^. Did yon hear any of tlie speeches, or 
were you drinking all day ? — I did not. 

1873. After you returned from Gi'anard, 
without healing the speeches, did you retire to 
M'Leed’s ?— Yes. 

1874. About how many of you retired to 
M‘Leed’s? — Well, now, I could not tell. 

1875. About how many ; were there 40 of 
you ? — There was not. 

1876. Plow many? — I could not exactly say. 

1877. About how many; 20? — No, 1 think 
there was not so maOT. 

1878. Fifteen ? —“[fhere was, I think. 

1879. You will make your mind up to 15 ; can 
you tell me who the 15 were that were drinking 
witli you the night you were there? — I think 1 
could mention tiiem ; Joe M'Leed and his wife, 
a workman of mine of the name of M‘Gary, and 
his wife, and a lodger he has ; there was a man 
of the name of John Gorniely, be and his wife ; 
I sent for them to come there ami take a part, 
and I think that is as much as 1 recollect. 

1880. Who came home with you from !M‘Lced’s 
that day ? — Begad, I could not tell. 

1881. Try; I think you recollect it? — 1 would 
not be able to tell. 

1882. How were you, sober?— 1 was not 
druiilc. 

1883. Were you sober? — I was. 

1884. I am sure, as you came home sober, you 
can tell me who will? — Tliere was a great deal 
in it. 

1885. Who came with you ? — 1 could uot tell 
you, for I went to my house ami took my dinner, 
and went back. 

1886. Were all these 15 drinking in the house 
that night in Joe M'Leed’s? — 1 think they 
were. 

1887. Was the drink distributed free? — As 
long as it lasted. 

1888. How long did you remain in Joe’s? — 
Until we drank all there was in it. 

1889. Were the whole 15 in the one room? — 
I tlnuk we was. 

1890. About how many were in the other rooms 
of the house ? — I do not think there "was one iu 
any other room. 

1891. Had you been told, before you went 
down to Joe’s, that tliere was drinking going on? 
—Of course I was. 

1892. Who told yoxi that? — One of my own 
children. 

189.3. What age is he? — Upon my soul, I do 
not know’. 

1894. "What is the hoy’s name ? — I think it is 
Pat. 

1895. Are you sure and clear about it? — It 
was Pat. 

1896. Is he your oldest? — No. 

1897. What age is he ; 20 ? — I am uot able to 
tell you. 



1898. I-s he five ? — That he is, and 10. 

1899. And 20 ; as you wish to be believed- 

tell us what age he is ? — I could uot. ’ 

1900. Is he 50 ? — He is not. 

1901. Is he 20 ? — Nor 25. 

1902. Is he of age? — Begad, I think lie is old 
enough. 

1903. Old eiiiiiigh to drink? — I have four more 
older. 

1904. You heard from Pat that the whisky 
was going ? — Yes. 

1905 . And Pat and ymi, and who else; were 
the tlirec eldest boys with you ? — Two of them, 
doing for tlioiiisclves. 

1906. What were the names of the others that 

W’eiit down to Joe's with you that night? 

Michael, and Pat, and James, and John. 

1907. All of you went down to Joe’s ? — Yes. 

1908. Did you hear who it was that was to - 
pay for the whisky?— In tnith I did not, nor 
did not care much. 

1909. You knew there was plenty of it going? 
— No, all I got I took. 

1910. E.xcept on this one occasion, were you 
ever drinking there at .Toe’s, or any place else in 
the parish ? — I was often in Joe’s to drink before, 
as much as 1 drunk that night, often. 

1911. I am asking about election times; I 
suppose you paid for it other times ? — No. 

1912. When were you clriulcing there within a 
montli before the election? — At Joe’s child’s 
christening, I went. 

191.3. You know I am uot asking you about 
ihe chvisteniug, you know that; I am asking, 
you within a mouth before tlie election, without 
the chrislcniug, were you ever drinking at Joe’s? 
— I was. 

1914. llow hmg botbre the election was the 
first occasion that you did not pay for it? — I 
never ]>:iid for unything I drunk in Joe’s. 

191.7. Wa.s there open house there before the 
election? — He is a friend of mine, and a decent 
man, and tve always drink. When one lias a 
bottle tlie other shares ivith him. 

1916. "Was it for mere fricmlsliiji’s sake Joe 
gave you the whisky on that occasion? — Not that 
night. 

J917. Wlien was the last time before that par- 
ticulai' night that you had been drinking in Joes 
before? — I could not tell the particular night. 

1918. Were yon tlie same week ? — No. 

1919. Or the same fortnight? — No. 

1920. Or three weeks? — Nor the same mouth. 

1921. Was this the only night within die 
month before the election that you were diiuking 
in Joe’s at all? — It was. 

1922. Did you ever get anything from Jec 
Smith’s ? — Never. 

1923. Oryourson,to your knowledge ? — Leave 
every man to tell for himself; my sou is here. 

1924. Did yoxi^et any drink from auy one of 
your sons ? — fint I have to tell you that I drunk 
in Joe McLeed’s. 

1925. Besides that, did any drink to your 
knowledge come from Joe Smith’s? — To Joe 
McLeed’s ? 

1926. No, to you ? — Never. 

1927. Did any money ? — Not to my know- 
ledge; I never received a shilling since I was 
horn. I am as independent as any man in this 
county. 

1928. I am asking you, did you get either 
drink or money through your sons from 3o& 
Smith’s ? — I got drink the night of the nomina- 
tion 
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tion in Joe Smith’s, that I paid for, and I paid 
for more than I drank in it, and I did not know 
who gave it. 

1929. Then the night of the nomination you 
were drinking in Joe Smith’s ? — I was. 

] 930. About how many were drinking there 

that ui^ht?— I think there ivas I know 

tliem all well. 

1931. What are their names? — About eight. 

1932. Who were they? — There was three of 
niv sous, and Pat Gormely and James Gormely, 
Ciiarley Clines, and Edward Donodiue, and a 
mail of the name of Ned Giddy ; that was my 
company. 

1933. Very good company it was; do you 
know how many of those are voters? — None of 
tliem. 

1934. Are yon sure of that? — Positive. 

1935. Are ’the Gonnelys not voters ? — There 
is jilenty of tliem, hut not with me. 

1936. I mean those with you ? — No. 

1937. Or Giddy? — No. 

1938. Were you ever at Micliael Ilourigan’s? 
Eo you know Michael Honrigan ? — I do. 

1939. At any time during the election were 
you there ? — I was. 

1940. Were you drinking there ? — I was. 

1941. What day were you drinking at Honri- 
gan’s ?— I disremember, for I am a regular visitor 
at that house. 

1 942. Did you get any drink there you did not 
pay for ? — No, I did not. 

194.3. Were you there more than one night 
drinking? — Only one. 

1944! Did you see many people there that 
night? — A power. 

1 945. Were they all drinkiug ? — I could not 
say what they would do. 

1946. Did you not see them? — I did. 

1947. Were they all of them drinking ?— They 
were not in my company. 

1948. Were you the only man drinking?— 
There was a man, John Barker, that I paid for 
that night ; I drank with him, and went home. 

1949. You paid for all you drank that night? 
—I did. 

1950. Where did you vote? — In Grauard.^ 

1951. How far is that from the place you live? 



— Some reckons it ei^ht miles, some seven. 

1952. Did you walk or ride in that day? — I 
rode. 

1953. Whose horse’— John Gormely’s horse. 

1954. What did you do that for; had you a 
horse of your own ? — I have. 

1955. Who rode your horse? — I could not 
tell ; I had five of my sons going to the election, 
and they might carry who they like in a cart. 

1956. Was your horse at Granard that day, 
yuur own horse ? — No. 

1957. Did you undertake to give it to any of 
the voters?— It was my son’s horse I brought 
that day, and left my own at home. 

1958. John Gonuely’s ; that is vour sou? — 
No, a neighbour of mine, and a cousin. 

1959. is he a voter ? — He is. 

1960. Why did you ride Gormely’s horse and 
not your own ? — He was a good one, and I 
fancied him. 

1061. M'as John to go in himself that day? — 
He was. 

1962. How did he go ’—Begad I could not 
tell. 

1963. Was it out of pure friendship he gave 
you the good horse to ride? — He met me on the 



178. 



gate, savs, Mikcy, get on thi.s horse;” ••And, 
begad, 1 will, and I am glad to get him,” says I. 

1964. Did you ever hear of an avrangemeui 
that everyone was to ride the other’s horse, and 
everybody got a pound? — Begad, I did. 

1965. Who told you that? — It was a jiublic 
tiling iu the country, of course. 

1966. Where die! it come from? — I am uot 
abh' to tel! you how public talk comes. 

1967. Had you ever any talk with Father 
Fitzgerald about it? — Not a word. 

1968. Or any of the clergy at all? — Not a 
word; I never troubled them from the beginning 
of tlie election to this clay. 

1969. Did you ever go to ask any one for the 
pound? — I did not. 

1970. Or send for it? — I did not. 

1971. Did you tell any of your sons to go for 
it ? — I did not. 

1972. Nor ever asked for it? — I did not. 

1973. Did you get it ? — I did not, and I wish 
I would. 

1974. Did John Gormely, who came with the 
horse, say anything about the pound? — He did 
not. 

1975. Did you expect then you were to get a 
pound ?— Of course. 

1976. Wlio was it first told you about the 
pound ? — I could not tell you now. 

1977. It was commonly known iu tlie parish 
that everyone that rode another person’s horse 
was to gel a pound ? — The pound was the wages 
of the liorse ; it was talked about, and I could 
say no more. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLuiuihlan. 

1978. Do you mean wages of a hor.'C, or of a 
horse and cart ; if the horse lost tlie liay the 
owner of the horse was to getapmuid? — I did 
uot iinderstaucl liow it was to come. 

1979. How many of your sons are voters? — 
Tliere was none of them. 

1980. Now this McLeed’s house where you 
drank is not a piiblie-liouse ’ — I think it was 
some kind of friendship. 

1981. He has not a licensed house? — No. 

1982. He is a farmer, like yourself? — A 
neighbour and a cousin. 

1983. And he has a drop now and then? — He 
has, of course. 

1984. Does ever ho come to your house to 
clriuk? — He does, regular. 

1985. Conscientiously goes when there is any- 
thing to drink ’—‘Whenever we have a spree, 
one of us, we liave the other. 

1986. Were ever you bribed to vote corruptly 
at this election? — Me ? 

1987. Yes ?— I’d scorn a bribe; with the help 
of God I will live without bribery. 

1988. Were ever you corruptly treated with 
an order for a glass of ivhisky to get your vote 
for Grcville?— ^’’ever, nor asked to vote for him 



1989. Were ever you unduly influenced by 
anv man in holy orders or unholy ordei’s, by 
priest or layman? — Either in oi-ders or out of 
orders, I never was, nor would not; I would not 
go again my old conscience for any man ; and I 
would uot vote for Martin if all the men in the 
countv voted for him. 

199'0. I want to ask you if you know Crosby ? 
— Perfectly well. 

1991. You have a deep respect for him ?— I 
have. 

Q 1992. He 
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1992. He is stewaril c-f that property r — He is, 
and an honest man, to my knowledge. 

1993. Did he talk to you at all about voting 
for Martin ?— We talked often about it. 

1994. And he, 1 suppose, did not say he would 
rather you had voted for Martin?— No, he would 
as soon I had as not. 

1995. Did you gather that from the conversa- 
tion you had with him ; lie praised Martin ? — 
We generally be in conversation, and he is a 
man 1 think a gr-ent deal about. 

1996. Did he praise Martin when talking with 
you? — Of course, always. 

1997. And saitl he was the better man ot the 

two?— Quite right. . 

1998. Did ever he say anythiug about having 

a letter from his employer, or anything? — Well, 
of course he did. , „ - , , 

1999. What did he say e,vactly ?— I could not 
exactly tell you. 

Mr. Butt objected to this evidence. 

Mr. McLaiujMtin said Crosby was ex- 
amined with regard to this witness. 

Mr. Justice Fitzqerald said Crosby said 
the witness had tolcl him he ^voukl not vote 
fur Grevilie, and the learned counsel could 
uot travel beyond that conversation. 

Mr. Mchaughlan said he wanted to con- 
tradict Crosby by this man. 

2000. Did you tell Crosby you would not vote 
for Greville Nugent ? — I did say that word. 

2001. When ?— I could not tell you; it was at 
the first beginning of the subject. 

2002. Before you got time to think about it 1 
— Yes, I will just tell you my reason; Father 
O’Reilly was attacked in Graiiard, and there was 
one of my sons by, and he came home and told 
me ; I said, “ Go on, children, we will not let the 
priests be put down, uo matter how it goes?.” 

2003. I suppose wlien you were drinking that 
time there were a great number of women there, 
and children ? — That there was, twice as many 
as men. 

2004. And they were all taking a little, not 
much ? — They were doing a drop. 

Re-examined by Mr. Munro. 

2005. You did mention to Crosby that you 
intended to vote for Martin ? — Never in my life ; 
and 50 1. Crosby did not say it, nor a man in 
Ireland. 

2006. Did you say you would not vote for 
Greville ? — I did. 

2007. All that time you did not intend to vote 
for Greville? — I did not until Father O’Reilly 
was attacked. 

2008. You would not let anyone go against the 
priests ? — I would not let the priests be beaten, I 
said. 

2009 Had you heard about anything being 
said at the altar before that ? — I heard a power, 
but I could not believe the half. 

2010. Had you heard a power ? — I had. 

2011. Of what Father Fitzgerald had said at 
the altar? — I was not listening to it. 

2012. But you heard that had said a good 
deal ?— I did hear it. 

2013. That he had cursed? — Ah, what do I 
know about that thing ; anything I was not 
listening to I won’t tell. 



Mr. McLaiu)hlan asked permission to 
put a question with reference to the pro- 
ceedings at Granard when the witness 
polled. 

2014. Whore did you poll? — In Granard. 

2013. Was tlieve a crowd there ? — That there 
was. 

2016. Were they in favour of you, or against 
you ? - There was a good many with me, and a 
great deal agaiust me. 

2017. I believe you left the place to go home 
that night? — I did. 

2018. Early in tlie day, will you tell his 
Lordship what happened as you were going ' 
liomo ?~Now 1 will just tell you ; nothing at aU 
hajipeued ; a party was attacked and I ivas there, 
and the stones were thrown on both sides as fast 
as ever a man sees ci'ows flying, and I came safe, 
for nothing happened. 

2019. Were you overtaken by anyone coming 
out of the town at all that day? — There was a 
thousand with me, I suppose. 

2020. Did the thousand witii you meet people 
as they were going, or did any people follow 
them ? — Not that day at all; we all come home 
in one grand party. 

2021. The polling-day I am speaking of? — 
The jiolling-dsiy I am speaking of. 

2022. Is that the day the stones were thrown? 
— That is the very day. 

2023. Who began the stone-throwing? — Sure, 

I do not know; a party inside the wall, as we 
were going home, threw stones on top of us 

2024. Were those in favour of Greville or 
uot? — Not in favour of Greville. 

2025. Were they strangers, or were they 
people belonging to the neighbourhood? — They 
were not strangers to me ; they were county 
Cavan men I was acquainted with. 

2026. And they pelted you with stones in this 
way ? — They did. 

Mr. Munru said as there were several 
persons of the same name as witness, he 
had omitted to question liixn on another 
matter, and he now asked permission to do 

2027. Did you bring any letter from Father 
Reynolds to Father Fitzgerald ? — Yes, I am the 
man that did. 

2028. Do you recollect wheu that was? — I do 
not remember tlie day of the month, but I know 
I was in this town, and Mr. Reynolds, who is 
there, asked me if I would go home shortly. I 
said I would. “ If you please,” says he, 
“ Mik^, would you call to St. Mel’s ? ” and I 
asked ^'ather Reynolds, has he any message for 
Clonakil. 

2029. Did you go and see his reverence at St. 
Mel’s? — I di^. Tasked Father Reynolds, had 
he any message for Clonakil. “ I have a letter, 
says he, “ for Father Fitzgerald, I am goin^ to 
send by post.” “ Very well,” says 1, ana I 
turned my back to him. “Wait,” he says, 
“ you will be sooner than the post, will you give 
it before you go home ? ” ‘'I will,” said I, and 
I put it in my inside waistcoat pocket, and I car- 
ried that, and delivered it to him. 

2030. Did Father Fitzgerald read that letter 
to you as soon as he hatl read it himself. 
No. 

2031. Was it read in your presence ?— Not at 
all. 

2032. Did 
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2032. Did Father Fitzgerald on that occasion, 
meiitk'U to you the name of any other i>rie&t ? — 
He did not in my presence. 

2033. ■\Yhen you handed him the letter, did 
you go away ? — I did not. 

2034. Had you any conversation with Father 
Fitzgerald on that occasioiij after handing him 
the Tetter ? — Father Fitzgerald says, “ You are 
welcome,” says he to me, when he came in the 
house. “ You need not thank me for the visit,” 
savs I, ‘‘I have a message” (handing liim the 
letter). I had not nothing more to do with Father 
Fitzgerald ; I went home ; nor I had not 
since. 

2035. Did you see any other persons there, 
when you went ■with the letter ? — I did. 

203d. Who? — Philip Hourigan and Peter 
M‘Kreubo. 

2037. Had they come with you from Doug- 
— 2Jo, no other man, only my son and 

Reilly. . , , 

2038. Were those two men in the house when 



you arrived? — One of them, and the other came 
ill before I left. 

2039. Were you present at any conversation 
between Father Fitzgerald and either of those '• 
two men ?— Xo. 

2040. You did not hear him read any letter to 
them ? — I did not. 

2041. Did you see Father Fitzgerald in Gra- 
nard the day of the polling .' — I did. 

2042. Did you see him bringing up the voters 
to the poll ? — I did not. 

2043. What did you see him do? — I was 
standing at the comer of the market-house, and 
there just came a stone that hit my toes, and I 
says, “For God’s sake. Father Fitzgerald stand 
back, you might be hurted.” “ Not at all,” says 
he, '• a Clonakil man won’t be hurted to-day.” 

2044. He was not a bit afraid ! — Nor I, 

2045. ilv. Serjeant Ar?ustro>iff.'] Stones were 
flying for all that ' —Thick as hmlstones. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Joseph Smith, was colled in; and, having been 

2046. Do you keep a public-house ? — Yes. 

2047. Where do you keep it? — In the town- 
land of Pathmore. 

2048. Are there many houses about? — A 
great many in the townland ; another house con- 
venient ; a public-house also. 

2049. Are you a voter ?— No, I had not a vote 
this time. 

2050. But you had at the last election ?— No ; 

I had not been long in occupation at that place. 

205 1 . I thought you voted at the last election ? 
— No, I did not. 

Mr. Justice Y'ou liave the 

S ill-books to refer to, hare you not, 
utt? 

Mi‘. Yes, my Lord. 

2052. I am not asking you now about any 
orders you got ; but did you give any drink to 
any persons who did not pay you for it before the 
election? — I gave no di-ink to any person. 

2053. Who did not themselves pay? — Of 
course, m}' own customers got drink from me, 
and I entered it down to their own account. 

2054. Did you give any drink to persons whom 
you did not charge for it ? — No, unless I had 
orders for it. 

2055. Then tell me the persons to whom you 
gave drink, either orders or without orders, with- 
out charging ? — I could not tell. 

2056. Mow much drink did you give? — A 
good deal. I cannot say the amount. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald-I It was said before 
to be 27 7. 

2057. Mr. But!.'] Would that cover what you 
did ? — To the best of my belief it did. 

2058. Did you, in adilition to giving drink to 
any of those persons, give money ? — In one or 
two instances I did give some, but It was on con- 
dition it should be spent in the house. 

2059. Oh, you did give money ? —Yes, some. 

2060. Could YOU tell the persons to whom you 
gave money ? — 1 could not exactly say the per- 
sons who received the money. I gave 17 s. in 
one instance. 

2061. To whom: — Some to the Gurmelv’s, I 
178. 



sworn, was Exaiuined by Mr. Butt, as follows : 

cannot say which of them; something about that 
amount, but on conditions they were to spend it 
in the house. It was to divide with some of the 
mob that went to Granard, and they stayed at 
home. 

2062. Did you give money to anybody else ? — 

I might give a few shillings to a poor fellow who 
said he wanted it for some use. 

2063. Tell me how many persons? — I could 
not exactly say. I gave to three or four. 

2064. C'nuld you tell me the three or four? — 

I could not. 

2065. You h-ive mentioned one of the Gor- 
mely's? — Some of the Gormely’s. 

2066. Can you tell me anyone else that you 
gave it to ? — 1 could not mention the names. I 
am a stranger there. I do not know many of the 
people. 

2067. Who was the person to whom you gave 
the 17 s., the one of the Govmely’s ? — The money 
I brought down, and counted out on the table, 
and came up out of the room, so I did not know 
who lifted it. 

2068. But whom did you tender it for? — For 
the person who gave me the order. 

2069. Who was that person? — I do not know 
which of the Gormely's. 

2070. Was it the son of the man on the table 
last ? — I imagine it was, to the best of my belief. 

2071. Do you know John Gonnely Gauth? — 
I do. 

2072. Did you ever give him any money? — 

No ; he was in the company that I gave tliat 
17 s. TO, 17 s. 6 d. 

2073. Was there a balance you had to ^Ive in 
drink besides ? — There was a balance. To the 
best of mv opinion, 1 7. 10 s. the order was for. 

2074. Was the 13 s. then taken up in drink? — 
Yes, it was. 

2075. W as all the drink that you gave, drunk 
at your own house ? — No, some of the party took 
home some in bottles. 

2076. Could you tell me how many people 
took the drink away in bottles?— I could not 
say. 

*2077. Do you know n man of the name ot 
James M'NeaVly or M’'Merely? I think he lives 
at Oi'kimes ? — I kuoiv him. 

Q. 2 2078. Did 
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J. Smith. 2078. Did he take any drink away from your 
house? — Ido not know whether he did. I believe 
2 g Marcli taken. He was among tlie party 

' tliat took drink. 

2079. How much drink did they take ? — I am 
not prepared to swear. 

2080. Is James M'Nearly a voter?—! am not 
sure ; I do not imagine he is. 

2081. Can yon tell me whether the order on 
which yon gave him that, was not 2 1. ? — I am not 
sure. I kept the orders as a guarantee for the 
money. 

2082. And gave them up to Father O’Reilly? 
— Father O’Reilly. 

2083. Have you got a book at home in which 
you entered that? — No, I tliought the orders 
quite sufficient to guarantee for the amount. 

2084. Have you been ever paid?--No. 

2085. Did you ever apply to any person for 
jiaymeut? — I applied to Father O’Reilly. He 
told me he had not the money. 

2086. Did he tell you you would be paid? — 
He told me he should perhaps go to Father Fitz- 
gerald’s the next morning, and if he had any 
money, he would give it to me. 

2087. Did he ask you for the orders, or did yoir 
offer to give them to him?--He asked me would 
I let him keep the orders till to-morrow, and I 
did. 

2088. Did he give you any reason for doing 
so ? — That he might look over them. 

2089. He never gave them back? — Neither 
did I ask. 

2090. When w.as that conversation with Fatlier 
O’Reilly ? — Some time after the election. 

2091. Do you know a man of the name of 
Stephen Reilly ? — I know Stephen Reilly. 

2092. Do you know a man of the name of 
James Reilly ? — Of where ? 

2093. Of some place near your place? — I 
know James Reilly. 

209.3.* Did yon ever give di-ink in your house 
to, or take orders from, Stephen Reilly or James 
Reilly? — I do not know I did. 

2094. What was the drink they generally got? 
— Whisky and bread. 

2095. Did people get bread? — When they 
were coming home from Granard they had so 
much bread. I had orders of a certain amount 
to be given to tliem ; I gave it to them in bread 
and whisky. 

2096. Did you give any brandy ? — I believe I 
did. 

2097. Was the brandy taken away home? — I 
cannot say. 

2098. Or drunk in the place ? — Brandy of 
course was drunk in the place. 

2099. Did you ever see any of those addresses 
of Martin’s we have heard spoken of? — I did. 

2100. Had you ever any of them in your pos- 
session ? — Mr. Crosby called into my house 
coming from Longford on one Saturday, and we 
were talking about the elections, and he took out 
a few of those bills out of his pocket and says, 
“I have plenty of them, I will leave you one 
just merely to look over them I did look over 
them. 

2101. What did you do with them ? — I do not 
know what became of them. 

2102. Did you give any of them to Reilly? — 
Certainly not. 

2103. Had you any conversation with Father 
Fitzgerald about those addresses of Martin? — 
No. 



2104. Did you never speak to him about speak- 
ing of you ? — Yes, I did. 

2105. When did you see Father Fitzgerald to 
speak to him about speaking of you ? — It was 
some time before tlic election ; I do not just re- 
member tbe time. 

2106. What did you say to Father Fitzgerald? 
— 1 told him that I heard that he said I was 
speaking against the priests, or something of that 
sort; I adeed him did he say that or not. I heard 
from all jiarties he said I had spokeu against 
tliem ; that I was for Martin, or at least speaking 
for him ; so I went to Father Fitzgerald and 
asked him did he hear this, and did he believe it ; 
lie said he did. 

2107. What did he say to you; tell me the 
exact expression ? — I do not remember the exact 
words. 

2108. As nearly as you can give me the exact 
words he used ? — He said so much that I could 
draw the inference that I was mixed with black- 
guards, or something. 

2109. Did he use the expression "blackguard”? 
— He said something of the sort. Then I asked 
him did he mean that I was a blackguard, and he 
told me to get off his place. 

21 10. "What did he say that made you ask him 
tliat?~He said all the blackguards were return- 
ing to the priests’ cause now. 

2111. Was that the expression he used? — To 
the best of my ojiinion it was. 

2112. Did he say anything, do you recollect, 
about a list he had?-- 1 think he spoke something 
about a list lie was sending to Rome. 

2113. For what purpose ? — I do not know; in 
fact I disremeiuber. 

2114. Did you write to your brother about 
that? — I did. 

2115. On your oath tell me what Fatlier Fitz- 
gerald said about that list? — He said my name 
was amongst others to be sent to the Pope for 
excommunicalion if I was one of these parties. 

211G. Did he call you a Fenian? — I do not 
believe; I could not swear he did or did not; I 
am not quite sure; I do not imagine he called 
me a Fenian. 

2117. You wrote to your brother? — I did. 

2118. Is he a Catholic clergyman? — He is. 

2119. Now, after that writing to your brotlier, 
did you see Father Fitzgerald again? — No; I 
saw him, but I was not speaking to him; of course 
I saw him frequently. 

2120. At the time when you saw him at the 
first interview and wrote to your brother, bad 
you got any orders ? — No, I think not. 

2121. Then was it after that that you got tbe 
orders ? — I think so. 

2122. Are you sure of it?— 1 imagine it was 
not about the elections. Father Fitzgerald had 
a dislike to me, because he expressed himself to 
me that he had a dislike to my countenance when 
he saw me first. 

2123. The question I asked you must answer. 
"Was it after you had written to your brother 
you got the orders for drink? — It was. 

2124. From Father Fitzgerald ? — No, Father 
O’Reilly. I had one from Father Fitzgerald ; 
that is ml. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant 
2125. You had one order from Father Fitz- 
2126. To 



gerald? — Yes. 
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2126. To whom did yon give that? — To Father 
O’Reillv, amongst others. 

2127. When was that ; wlieu did you ^et that 
order from Father Fitzgerald ?— I think after 
the elections. I am not positive sure ; 1 dis- 
vemember the exact time. 

2128. Do you mean to swear it was after the 
polling? — I won’t swear. 

2129. Was it before the polling! — I think it 
was before the polling ; that is my opinion. I 
won’t swear either way. 

2130. 'Who gave it to you at all? — He came 
in with it. 

2131. Tell me who gave it to you ?— It came 
in ; some boys brought it in. 

2132. Do you. know the boy or boys ? — I do. 

2133. Was the order signed by Father Fitz- 
gerald ? — By “ P. Fitzgerald.” 

2134. Do you recollect that? — I think so. 

2135. Who brought it to you? — James 
M'Nearlv. 

2136. 'How much was it for ?— I disrememher 
the exact amount. 

2137. How long was Father Fitzgerald in the 
parish; about how long ? — I do not remember; 
some time last harvest. 

2138. Were you what they call a party-man 
at ail ? — No. 

2139. You never were?— No. 

2140. Are you a voter at all? — No, I have not 
a vote. 

2141. Nov ever had? — No, never. 

2142. Are you a Longford man? — I am now. 

2143. But by bh-th?— No. 

2144. Wherefrom? — Cavan. 

2145. How long have you been settled in this 
place? — Two years next September. 

2146. And you have nothing but a public- 
house? — I have a farm attached. 

2 147. Whose estate are you on ? — Mr. McCar- 
thy’s. 

2148. When was it that you went to Father 
Fitzgerald to ask him whether he liad heard so- 
and-so ? — Some time before the election. 

2149. WhaX time? — I could not exactly tell; 
I suppose a week or fortnight. 

2150. How did you know he had heai-d of 
these things ? — A person told me. 

215;. Who told you ?— A boy of tie name of 
Maguire. 

2152. That there were reports abroad ? — That 
Father Fitzgerald had spoken against me, and 
was not in favour oi' me, and I went there the 
next day to see what he would do. 

2153. How long was that after Mr. Crosby 
called and left you the addresses? — I suppose, I 
daresay it was that week. 

2154. It was after Crossby had been with you? 
— I think so. 

2155. How many addresses did he give you ? — 
Two. 

2150. Did you stick one up in your bar? — No. 

2157. Or pfu-lour? — No, on ray oath. 

2158. What became of them ? — I do not know. 

2159. Did you give them to anybody ? — The 
children might have got them. 

216U. Did you post them up anywhere ? — No. 

2161. Did you give them to anyone ? — Not to 
be posted. 

2162. To be read? — The housemaid had seen 
them, and members of the family. 

2163. Did not you give them to people, not 
members of the family, to read them ; on your 
oath ? —I am not sure. 

178. 



2164. To any fellow that dropped in, any cus- 
tomer ? — I do not know ; there might be a per- 
son reading them. 

2165. Did you ever discuss election subjects 
with any of your customers about that time ? — I 
might have had many a conversation. 

2166. i'ou and Crosby had many a conversa- 
tion.; did he always introduce the subject about 
election times ; did not he talk a great deal about 
it, and say he was very anxious ilartiu should 
succeed? — I suppose he w.as anxious. 

2167. Did not he often say he was, and hoped 
to God he would succeed, or wo^s to that 
effect ? — He might have expressed himself in 
favour of Martin. 

2168. Did yon ever express yourself in favour 
SInrtin before the priests took an active part in 
it? — I certainly did, perhaps. 

2109. You knew Meaney, I suppose? — No, 
not at all. 

2170. Was he ever in your house? — Never. 

2171. Or Mr. Sullivan? — Never. 

2172. Or Mr. Murtagh? — Never. 

2173. Mr. Eirwin?— No. 

2174. When you went to Father Fitzgerald, 
and asked him did he liear so-and-so, he said he 
did 1 — I disrememher the conversation, because I 
got excited when I felt lie was scolding me, or 
had anything against me. 

2175. Do you know that man that stuck the 
placards on the chapel? — I had seen him occo:- 
sionally. 

2l7U. Do you know him? — By name. 

2177. What is it? — Bvieidy. 

2178. That man with the great moustaches? — 
Yes. 

2179. Did you ever hear of the Fenian mous- 
taches or heal'd I — Never. 

2180. Did that fellow often drink in your house? 
— Occasionally. 

2181. Often? — Not very often. 

2182. Did he not frequent your house as much 
as any customer you liave ? — 

Mr. Butt objected to these questions being 

E ut to the Witness. They should be put to 
Irierly himself. 

Jlr. Justice Fltzgi'.rald ruled that the evi- 
dence about the whiskers and moustache was 
irrelevant. 



J. S’nitk. 
'29 March 



hlr. Serjeant Armstrong said he desired to 
show that Father Fitzgerald was justified in 
suspecting this man of complicity in impro- 
prieties and Fenianism. 

Mr. Butt protested against the attempt to 
blacken the character of a witness in that 
way. 

hir. Justice Fitzgerald said the evidence 
was of no value whatever. 



2183. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.'] Did Fatlier 
Fitzgerald ever tell you he did not like your face ? 
—That day I went to speak to him, he said : 
“ I may tell you I have notiiiug against you, but 
I did not like your countenance from the first day 
I ever saw you.” 

2184. Brlei'ly was often drinking in your house? 

— Occasionally. . . 

2185. Were not there a great many Martimtes 
drinking in your house about the election time 
and before ? — I do not know many Martiuites in 
that clisti-ict. 

2186. Were you at Gr.anai'd the day ot tue 
nollius?— I was, and thought I hadavote. 

* g 3 2187. But 
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2187. But you had not ? — No. 

2188. Did vou see the great molj there? — I 

'2I89. Did you see stoues flying? — Indeed I 
did. . ^ _ 

2190. Did you see the military eliavgmg!' — i 
heard firing. 

2191. Did you see them charging, the dragoons 
and hussars? — Of course I did. 

2192. And the liolice with bayonets, ami a tre- 
ineudous crowd of people ; did you _ ever see a 
more awful mob? — I scarcely ever did, unless at 
races, or the like of that. 

2193. Where were you all the time this was 
going on? — I went with the freeholders that were 
going to vote for Cireville. 

2194. And how were you guarded ? — I was not 
guarded at all. 

2195. flow were they guarded ? — Some parties 
were guarded down by soldiers, but the free- 
holders was not in that gang at all, but by them- 
selves. 

2196. IVere not there some guarded by non- 
electors, their own friends? — Yes. 

2197. Guarded in from the country by non- 
electors ? — Yes. 

2198. Did you see stones thrown ? — Several. 



2199. Were they Martinites; you know what 
I am talking about; h.ad not the Martinites the 
commaml of the town that day ? — They were tlie 
bigger party. 

Re-cxamhied by Mr. Bidt. 

2200 . You said, in your cross-examination, you 
went into the polling-place tliinking you bad a 
vote? — Yes; before Mr. McMorris. 

2201. Up to that time you thought you had a 
voce ? — Yes. 

2202. For whom did you go in to vote? — For 
Groville. 

2203. Had you originally determined to vote 

for Martin? — .No; I might decide; but J did 
not intend to go against the priests, if I had a vote 
before the priests took an active part 

2204. How would you have voted? — I do not 
kuow ; I would uot sw’ear. 

2205. When you were speaking to Father Fitz- 
gerald, was there any allusion then to your having 
a vote ? — Not the least. 

2206. I believe ’the polling-paper was actually 
filled up for you ? — No, I had uot a tally paper. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



James Goemlett-Akt, swori 

2207. Are you the son of the man Michael 
Gormlcy who was examined ? — Yes. 

2208. You live at Coriiadruvy ? — Yes. 

2209. How old are you ? — I cannot tell. 

2210. Do you know Joe Smith, who keeps a 
public-house ? — Yes, I know him. 

2211. Did you get an oi'der from any one to 
get anything there before the election? — Yes. 

2212. From whom ?- Father O’Reilly. 

2213. What was the amount of the order? — 
£. 2. 10 s. 

2214. Where did you get it from him? — lu 
Longford. 

2215. Did you come into Longford for it? — 
No. 

2216. How did j’ou get it? — I came in for no- 
thing to support 111}’ clergy from the mobs of dif- 
ferent counties ; I came in for no wages, nor w’as 
uot forced. 

2217. Who asked you to come iu? — No oue 
but myself. 

2218. Did your brother come with you ? — 
Yes. 

2219. Did you meet Mr. O'Reilly here in the 
town ? — No, I met no man. 

2220. Did you meet Mr. O’Reilly in Long- 
ford ? — Yes 

2221. He is the curate of your parish, or one 
of them? — Yes. 

2222. Do you know wliy he came into Long- 
foi-d: did you come in with him to Lousford? — 
Yea, I did. 

2223. About how many came in altogether? — 
I cannot judge the men. 

2224. Give a guess; was it 500? — I think 
there was aliout that. 

2225. Who else was with you ; was Father 
Fitzgerald with you? — No. 

2226. Only Father O’Reilly? — Yes. 

2227. Where did he meet yon all ? — The first 
place I saw him was in Ballynalee. 

2228. How far is that from where you live? — 
Si.x miles. 



; Examined by Mr. Exham. 

2229. Had you a message to meet him there? 
—No, 

2230. You met lum there by accident? — 
Yes, 

2231. Did the 400 or 50J people with you 
come togctlicv, or did you pick tl)cm up along the 
road? — Tliere were some with me and some were 
there. 

2232. Had many liad he Avith him when you 
got to liim? — No man. 

22.33. Tlien ho came along Avith you to Long- 
ford ?— Yes. 

2234. Were jhhi all Avalkiug in the crowd? — 
No; there avci-o some carried in carts and car- 
riages. 

2235. What day Avas this on ; long before the 
election ? — The day of the nomination. 

2236. Yon kncAv the nomination was to take 
place ? — I heard tell of it. 

2237. Where did you meet the other people 
from your district; Avhere did you all collect in 
the morning? — I cannot exactly tell where I met 
them. 

2238. Did you all meet iu Coluinbkill ; did you 
meet in a body and go along to the other place? 
— No ; we came iu ones, twos, and threes. 

2239. Y our father was not with you ? — He was 
not Avith me. 

2240. He stayed at home ? — No. 

2241. Did he come to Longford too? — Yes. 

2242. Did he walk or ride ?— I think he was 
on his own car. 

2243. Where did you stop in Ballynalee ? — We 
did not sto]) in a house iu Ballynalee to the best 
of niy opinion. 

2244. Only that after a six miles' walk you- 
were thirsty ? — I was uot anything thirsty._ 

2245. Do you mean to say that you did not 
get a drop iu Ballynalee? — No; not so much as 
Avould blind your eye. 

2246. What o’clock did j’ou leave home iu the 
the morning? — I cannot exactly tell; my clock 
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2247. ^Va3 it early in the morning ? — I cannot 
tell. 

2248. What time were you in Longford; was 
it the morning, the evening, or the middle of the 
flay? — I thin W it was in the moniing. 

2249. Then you must Imve left home early 
thatmornins? — Yes. 

2250. Was it arranged the night before that 
you were to come in ?— No, it was not arranged ; 
every man was left to his own free will he could 
come or stop at home ; no man forced him. 

2251. There was some tallc about it at home ? 
It was rumoured that there was to be a nomi- 
nation in Longford for the two candidates. 

2252. And it would be well for the Columbkill 
boys to go in ? — Yes. 

2253. Did not you hear the clergy talk of it ? 
— No. 

2254. When you got into Lon|ford you had 
something to eat and drink ? — lYhen any one 
comes into Longford it is too far to go 12 miles 
witliout eating and drinking. 

2255. What did you get in Longford?— I got 
some tea and bread and butter. 

2256. You had something else than tea during 
the day? — Of course. 

2257. What was it; where did you get it? — 
I got some wliisky, and took and paid for it my- 
self out of my pocket. 

2258. Did you get anything that you did not 
pay for 1 — Not a sup. 

2259. Where were you during the day, in 
Longford ?— I was on the streets, and every 
place. 

2260. Where you were wanted? — Yes. 

2261. What were you wanted for? — I was 
not told at home what I was wanted for ; I came 
in to see the crowd the same as another. 

2262. And a great many also came on both 
sides to see what was going on ? — Yes. 

2263. Had you anything in your hand ? — Of 
course. 

2264. Of course you had a bit of a stick ? — 
Of course, and a good bit it was too. 

2265. I suppose you cut it for the occasion ? — 
I did not cut it myself. 

2266. Who else cut it? — I cannot tell. 

2267. But it was handy for you? — Yes. 

2268. It would give a fellow a good blow? — 
If it was got at him it would. 

2269. Of course you did not get at any one 
that day ? — No. 

2270. Had the rest of the party sticks that 
day ? — Some of them had whips and some of them 
had sticks. 

2271. Did you meet a great crowd in Long- 
ford besides your party? — There was a crowd in 
the lower side of the street below. 

2272. Of the Greville party ? — Of the Martin 
party. 

2273. Did you see any other of the Greville 
side but vour own ? — I do not exactly know any 
but our own party. 

2274. Where was it you got the things in 
Longford ; what house did you get them in, do 
you know ; the bread and butter and tea ? — Mrs. 
Fitzsimmons’. 

2275. You paid for that tea ? — Yes. 

2276. "VlTiat o’clock did you home that 
night ? — I cannot tell what o’clock it was. 

"2277. It was late, was it? — It was not too 
late. 

2278. Did you get anything else besides the 
order for the 2Z. 10s. ? — Not a bit. 



2279. I suppose the 2 1. 10 s. was for your own 
party ; your father and yourself? — No, my father 
got none of it. 

2280. What did Father O’Reilly say the 
2/. 10s. was for? — Forwhisly; drink. 

2281. But for yourself ? — N'o, the non-electors 
out of the town. 

2282. How many voters had you coming in 
from the place?— 1 do not exactly know all the 
voters of the place. 

2e83. You know a good many ? — Yes. 

2284. And a great many of them came in 
with you? — Yes. 

2285. Did you see Father O’Reilly give the 
orders to the others? — Yes; there were orders 
given to tliem. 

2286. Did not all the Columbkill people get 
orders ! — They did not all get orders ; it would 
be very expensive to give them all orders. 

2287. I suppose there were a gi-eat many you 
saw given ? — There were some orders. 

2288. How many ordei-s did you see given 
except your 2 1. lU.i.? — 1 cannot s.ay. 

2289. Did you all go home in one body ? — 
No. 

2290. You went in separate bodies? — Yes. 

2291. Separate parties ? — Yes. 

2292. On whose houses were the other orders 
given ? — I cannot tell any other house that orders 
were given but the one 1 got in myself. 

2293. Joe Smith's? — Yes. 

2294. Did you see any given on Holigan’s 
house? — No. 

2295. Did you go that night to Smith’s'?— 
Yes. 

2296. What did you get? — Some whisky, and 
some brandy, and bread. 

2297. And you took it home to your father? 
—No. 

2298. What else ? — We drank it there. 

2299. Was your father with you taking a sliare 
of it?— Yes, he was. 

230U. You did not leave the old man to drop 
after going home ? — Of course not. 

2301. Do you know James Ginty ? — "i es. 

2302. Was he there at Smith’s that night?- 



2303. And he got a drop ? — Of coui'se he got 
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a sup. 

2304. How much of the 2/. 10 5. did you con- 
sume that night in the whisky, and brandy, and 
bread ? — I cannot exactly tell. 

2305. I suppose you took the rest of it in cash, 
did nut you? — Yes. 

2306. Had you any tobacco? — No, no tobacco. 

2307. How much cash did you get and take 
away with you ?— I think I got 2 1. something. 

2308. £.2 out of 2/. 10s. ! — I cannot exactly 



2309. From Joe Smith ?— No ; I got none 
from Joe Smith. 

2310. Whom did you get it from?— The 
woman. 

2311. That was the woman m charge ot the 
house ; was it in the house that you got it ? — 
Yes. 

2312. Was it from his wife? — Yes. 

2313 What money did she give it to yon in ; 
in a sovereign ? — No ; two notes. 

23 14. And how much silver ?— I cannot exactly 
tell what silver. 

2315. Did she give you some silver? — les. 

2316. Was it into your hands that she putit ? — 

g 4 I cannot 
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I cannot exactly tell whether it was into my 
hamls or one of the boys I had alon^ with me. 

2317. But you got the order?— Yes. 

2318. The order was in your favour ? — Yes. 

2319. What was doue with the 2 /. ? — Idivided 
it among the fi^•e of us. 

2320. How much did you keep for yourself in 
the division ? — I think it came to 8 i. a piece all 
round. 

2321. Who were the five? — My two brothers, 
myself, and two other boys. 

2322. Who were the other boys? — Pat Gorm- 
ley and James Gormley. 

2323. Did you not give the old man anything ? 
—No. 

2324. Was not it a sliamc not to give your 
father anything ? — He wanted none of it ; he had 
his own. 

2325. He was a voter, was not he ? — Yes ; he 
was a voter. 

2326. What did you do with the money when 
you went iiomc ; did you buy drink with it ? — It 
all went in drink and other purposes. 

2327. Did you buy drink with the money and 
afterwards take it homo to your fatiier’s house ? 
— No 5 I took none of it home to my father’s 
house. 

2328. You took your father into public-houses 
and gave him a share of it ? — No. 

2329. Do you swear tlien that you never gave 
your father one drop of the 24 s. worth that you 
got ? — No ; not a bit. 

2330. Was it 2 1. 10s. you got? — Yes. 

2331. Was that the only money that you got? 
— Yes. 

2332. Did you get any sliai'e of any drink on 
any other orders? — Yes; I did. 

2333. Where did you get the drop of drink 
and the other orders? — After the election there 
was an order. 

2334. How soon after tiie clectiou ? — I think 
it was one day after. 

2335. Do j'ou mean the day after the nomi- 
nation? — Tlie day after the election. 

2336. Who gave j-ou that? — The whisky 
is it? 

2337. No; did you get the order the dayafter 
the election? — Yes. 

2338. Wlio gave you that order that you got 
the day after the election? — Father O’Eeilly. 

2339. How much was the second order for? — 
I cannot exactly tell. 

2340. Oh, yes, we will get it out; how much 
was it? — I cannot exactly tell. 

2341. Oh, yes, 2/.? — No, no such thing; it 
U'as not 2 1. any ^vays, as far as I can consider. 

2342. It was closer to the present time than 
the other was, 30 s. ? — I think it was about 30 5. 

2343. Where did he give you that? — At 
Father Fitzgerald’s house. 

2344. Was Father Fitzgerald by? — No, he 
was not. 

2345. Was he in the parlour? — I cannot say 
where he was ; I think he was out on duty. 

2346. Was Mr. O’Eeilly at Father Fitzgerald’s 
house ? — Yes. 

2347. On whose house did he give you that 
order ? — He gave it on no house ; we might go 
to any house we liked. 

2348. Then wei'C all the bouses in the orders? 
— No; of course, you might go to get drink at 
any house you liked, 

2349 . Any house you liked if you had the 
priest’s order ? — ^Yes. 



2350. And was it perfectly well known that 
drink was given on the priest’s order ? — We did 
not know whether he would give the whisky or 
not on the order. 

2351. Whether who would give it? — The 
publican. 

2352. Did you take tlic second order out ia 
whisky ? — Yes, some of it was got in whisky. 

2353. How much money ? — -I cannot exactlv 
tell. 

2354. At wliose house did you cash the order 
in the drink and money ? — Joe Smith’s. 

2355. That was the second order on Joe ? 

2356. Was it from the wife that you got the 
money the second time ? — No. 

2357. Who else ; from Joe himself ? — Yes. 

2358. Did he give you a one-pound note? 

No. 

2359. What else was it; all silver? — It was 
brought down and left on the table. 

2360. Was that silver brought and left on the 
table? — Yes. 

2361. How much? — I caunot tell. 

2362. Was the 1 1. in silver? — I think not. 

2363. What did you do with it ; did you take 
it up ? — No. 

2364. Who took it? — I do not know who 
took it; I cannot exactly tell who took it. 

2365. You had the order had you not? — No; 
it w’as not me got the order cashed at all; the 
the order was another man’s. 

2366. Who did you give the order to?— He 
was anotlier man of the uame of Mick Gormley 
tiiat got the order. 

2367. Who is he ? — The Mick Gormley that 
tlieve was in the town. 

2368. WTiat is he ? — A small farmer. 

2369. Has he a vote ? — No. 

2370. Arc you sure of that? — Yes. 

2371. Why did you give him the order? — 
Because I thought that it w’as no harm to give 
him the order. 

2372. You did not like to keep it yom-self; is 
that it? — No, it was not ; I did not fear to keep 
it. 

2373. W^liy did you give it him? — I do not 
know. 

2374. Did you go down witli him to get it ? — 
Where ? 

2375. Did you go down with the man you 
gave the order to ? — Yes. 

2376. You did? — Yea. 

2377. Is that Mick Gormley to whom you 
gave the order a brother of John Gonnley the 
voter ? — Yes. 

2378. Did John and Mick and you go clown 
together to Smith’s house with that order? — I 
cannot exactly say whether John was with us or 
not 

2379. Just think? — I cannot exactly say 
whether he was or not. 

2380. Who went down wit)i you?— Mick 
came down. There were numbers going down 
on the road. I cannot exactly tell you any- 
ways. 

2381. When you got into Smith’s house who 
presented the order to Smith ? — Mick Gormley. 

2382. Was John there with you then ? — Yes. 

2383. Did you get any drink, the three of you, 
Mick, and John, and you? — Yes. 

2384. Did you lake much drink ; what was 
the drink, whisky or brandy ? — Whisky. 

2385. Did 
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2385. Did you take much? — I caunot exactly 

* 2386. IIow long did you stay there ? — I can- 
not exactly say how long. 

23S7. Did you stay half an hour? — xes, we 
staved half au hour. 

2388 "Were you standing at the counter or 
sitting down in the taproom ? — "W e were in the 
parlour. 

2389. Did you go to John the next day, and 
ask him for any portion of the money, the b.alance 
of the order recollect yourself now; did you 
rro to John Gorailey the next day, and ask him 
?or any portion of the money that was got upon 
that second order? — Yes, I did. ^ 

2390. To John, the voter ? — Yes. 

2391. Did he give it you ?— No, sir, he did not. 

2392. Did not he tell 3 'ou he would keep it for 
himself ? — He did not tell me he would keep it 
for himself. 

2393. Did you see that John Gormley gave 
any money that day to your own father ?— No, I 
did not see him. 

2394. Did you see John Gormley take the 

money up ? — 1 cannot exactly say whether I did 
or not. , 

2395. "Was not there about 1 ?. 5 5. put on the 
table ? — No, there was no 1 /. 5 s. 

2396. You say the order was about 30 s.? — 



2418. Did you get a share of any other orders 
that were given to other people? — The whisk}-, 
do you mean ? 

2419. First, the whisky; did you get auy 
whisky?— Yes, I drank some. 

2420. In whose house? — I drank I think it 
was a glass and a half. 

2421. lu whose liouse ? — Joe McLade’s. 

2422. Who brought in the whisky toMcDade's? 
— I cannot say; 1 was not there when it was 
brought in. 

2423. Your father was there getting some of 
it? — I cannot say whether he was or not. 

2424. Were you sober ? — I was not there the 
day that it was given. 

2425. I am talking of the day you were ther-e; 
you told me you did get yourself some whisky ? 
At night when I came home the whisky was 
drinking, and I got some. 

2426. Was your father there ?— I ranuot tel). 

2427. Were you at Ho'igan’s at the election 
time? — I was often in the house. 

2428. Did yon get a share of the whisky given 
on orders in Holigau’s house ? — Not a drop. 

2429. You do not know that any orders were 
given on Holigan? — No. 

2430. How many evenings, altogether, w ere you 
drinking on orders?—! think I was three even- 
ings. 
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2397. Did you drink more than 5 s, worth ? — I 
think it w.as 14s. was put on the table ; I think so. 

2398. What became of the difference between 
the 14 s. and the 30 s. ; did you driuk it ?— I 
think the rest was drunk. 

2399. Was it put down on the table at which 
John and you and Mick were sitting?— Yes. 

2400. And John put it in his pocket? — I can- 
not exactly say whether he did or not. 

2401. But you went to him the next day? — 

Yes. 

2'i02. Were those the only orders you got?— 
Yes. 

2403. The only two?— Yes. . 

2404. Did you see any other orders given by 

Mr. O’Reilly the day after the election ?— Yes, 
there were other orders given ; I do not know 
who thev were given to. , „ tt 

2405. ’ At Father Fitzgerald’s house ? — xes. 

2406. You saw him? — Yes. 

2407. About bow many did you see him give . 
— I cannot say. 

2408. Did you see him give two, besides your 
own? — I saw him give me one and another. 

2409. Who was the other man? — I do not 

know. » T 1 4. 

2410. Was he a etraugev to you?— I ho not 
know his name. 

2411. Do you know his appearance ; was he a 

boy or a grown-up mau ? —I cannot say what he 
was. „ 

2412. Do you know what was the amount 01 
that order ? — I cannot say, 

2413. Did you see it? — No. 

2414. Did you see ilr. O’Reilly give, on tlmt 
second occasion, any other orders but two ? No, 
I did not see any more. 

2415. Were there many people at lather 
Fitzgerald’s house that day ?— There were some 
people. 

2416. Did you go up there to get the order.’’ — 

2417. Who told you to go up and get it?— 
Myself. 

178. • 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

2431. You say you got those ovdevs?-yYes. 

2432. What were the orders given lur? — They 
were wiven for the men that were there that came 
to the°nominatiou and the meeting. 

2433. Those were the Greville mob, as they 
are called? — Yes. 

2434. 1 suppose you were one of them yoiu’seii.’’ 
Yes. 

2435. And not ashamed of it in any way ? — 

Not a bit. , X 110 V- 

2436. Were you m Granard at all i — 1 es. 

2437. "What day were you in Granard; were 
not you tliere more tlian one day ? — 1 es, three 

2438. Granard is a town nearer to you than to 
Longford? — Yes. 

2439. And Lee is a town midway between 

Granard aud Longford? — Yes. 

2440. It is 12 or 14 miles from where you live 

to Longford?— Yes. „ , r x 

2441. How far is it from where you live to 
Granard ? — Eight or nine miles. 

2442. How often were you in Gmnai-d? — 

During the election ? . , , • o 

2443. Yes, in connection witli the election r — 
I was there either three or four days. 

2444 And on each of those occasion-s you had 
to walk in and walk out again, or ride in and 
ride out again ? — I had a cai’. 

2445. Ilow often were you m Lougtord on 
some business about that time ?— I was m twice. 

2446. Aud I believe the nomination day was 
rather ,a severe day iu the way of troubles ?— 

il47. Was it your business to protect the 
Greville party from the Martin party ? 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

2448. Mr. McLaughlan.'l What was yom busi- 
ness 1 — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 
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J. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald upheld tho objec- 

GormlftfArt. tion. 

sq'mw'cIi 2449. Mr. 3IcLaughlan.'\ What were you doing 
1 870 . here ; \vbat were you employed for ? — The first 
day I came in I came in with some Peelers ; the 
policemen hired my father’s car, and I came in 
and drove tlieni in. 

2450. \Yiiat were you employed to do on the 
other occasions when you came in as part of the 
Greville mob ? — I was not employed to do any- 
thing ; I was at my own free will myself, and my 
brotlier came in to protect our clergy from the 
mobs of different counties, 

2451. What counties did the opposing mobs 
come from, so far as you kjrew ? — I cannot tell. 

2452. Give U3 a few I* — They were from so 
many counties. 

245.8. Were tliere any Cavan people there? 
—I did not see any Cavan peopile there. 

2454. Did you see any Cavan people in Gra- 
nard? — Yes, I did see some. 

2455. Did you see any Westmeath people at 
all ? — I do not know of any W estmeath people. 

2456. Did you see any people from beyond 
the Shannon? — I did not know any of them. 

2457. Did you see any Meath people there ? — 
No, I did not. 

2458. I suppose you would know them? — No. 

2459. You mean that they were not Longford 
peo])le? — The greater number were not Long- 
ford people. 

2460. They were on the Martin side, and you 
were on the Greville side ? — Yes. 

2461. Were you in Granai-d the day of the 
great fight — the polling-day? — Yes; I was in 
Graiiard that day. 

2462. Did you see any military there at all ? 
— Yes, there were some. 

2463. And police ? — Yes. 

2464. Did you see the great fight 

2465. Mr. Butt.'] You assume there was a 
great fight ? 

2466. Mr. McLaugklan.l Do you remember 
one ciuwd attacking the other, and the militaiy 
firing ? — I was going home at the time with my 
father. 

2467. Tell us what happened as you were 
going home? — As we wei’e going on the road, 
we saw a great number of stones thrown out 
from the walls as we came out. 

2468. That is the long narrow road that runs 
out of the town? — Yes; they were thrown by 
the Martinites, that were running along behind 
the walls against us ; we were going home. 

2469. People who were with you, with the 
Greville crowd?— Yes. 

2470. And a great number of voters who had 
polled ? — Yes. 



2471. What time wasit; was it noon or after- 
noon ? — I cannot exactly tell. 

2472. It was before night, was not it? Yes 

it was before night. 

2473. Wasthcrcmuch stone tliro wing?— They 
came as thick as crows flying across tlie wall. 

2474. Were ycu there when the military fired ? 
— No. 

2475. And you escaped ?• Yes. 

2476. And you arc here to tell it? — Yes. 



Ec-examined liy Mr. Exham. 

2477. How fur is the county of Cavan fr-om 
the county of Longford? — I cannot tell. 

2478. Is it more than two miles ? — No. 

2479. Do you live in it ? — I never went out of 
Gmiard far. 

2480. Did you sec the Greville crowd pelt 
stones at all ? — No, I did not sec any thrown. 

2481. Were you near your father? — I was 
along with him. 

2482. Did you hear your fatlrer say they were 
flying from tlie two crowds as thick as crows ? — 
All 1 saw was when the Grcvilles were coming 
out they were lying alongside the backside of the 
walls, where tlicy could not be seen throwing the 
stones out, and no in-an could see them. 

2483. And the Greville party did nothing? — I 
cannot exactly tell. 

2484. Had you a stick that day with you? — 
Well, I <lid not go empty handed. 

2485. Had you a stick? — It was a whip. 

2486. Had you a stone in your hand that day ? 
-I did. 

2487. You took some stones in your hand that 
day ? — Yes. 

2488. By way of feeling what they were like? 
— They were hard. 

2489. And good sized ones? — No, they were 
not. 

2490. Did they find their way out of your 
hand again? — I did not throw them at any 

2491. It was just throwing in the £ur? — 
Yes. 

2492. Do you think they fell upon any one? — 
I did not tlu-ow them at all. I let them down 
out of my hand. 

2493. Who brought your father’s horse into 
Granard on the day of polling ? — It was me. 

2494. What was it ? — W e had two ; we brought 
the jennet that day. 

2495. Mr. McLaughlan.'] Why did you take 
up a stone ? — I thought I should tie attacked. 

[The Witness withdi-ew. 



John Gormlet-Akt, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



^96. Aee you a son of Michael Gormley-Art? 

2497. Yoirr brother is the last witness? — 
Yes. 

2498. Did you ever get any orders for drink 
about the time of the election? — Yes. 

2499. Prom whom? — Father O’Reilly. 

2500. Wliat was the amount of the first order 
you got ? — Two gallons. 

2501. What k the price of a gallon ? — I could 
not tell. 



2502. Was it whisky?— Yes. 

2503. Where was it you saw Mr. O’Reilly to 
get that order from him? — Coming out of 
Granard. 

2504. MTiat day was it? — I cannot say the 
day ; it was one of the meetings. 

2505. Had the Greville party had a meeting 
in Granard that day that you got the order ?— - 
Yes, there was a meeting. 

2506. Was it before you left Granard, that 
Father O’Reilly gave you the order? — No. 

2507. After 
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2507. After you came home ? — Coming home. 

2508. On your way home I — Yes. 

2509. Where did !te write it? — Alongside the 
road. 

2510. Had he his peu and ink with him, or 
was it written in pencil ? — Peucil. 

2511. He took out his peucil and wrote it? — 
Yes. 

2512. H.ad you asked him for it? — I asked 
him for it. 

2513. Was that order on any person in par- 
ticular, or was it a mere general order for two 
gallons of whisky ? — Two gallons of whisky. 

2514. Where did you cash the order or whisky 
the order ? — At Charles Kinlan’s. 

2515. Is he a publican? — Yes. 

25 16. Did you get the whiskj' that evening ? — 
Yes, that evening it was got. 

2517. Who accompanied you to Kinlan’s house 
when you weut to get the whisky for tire order ? 
— There was a great many. 

2518. Tell me the names ? — I could not tell the 
names of them. 

2519. Tell us as many as you can? — I could 
not tell any one but one. 

2520. Who was that ? — He ivas a boy of the 
name of Pat Gormley. 

2521. Was your brother, the last witness, with 
you ? — No. 

2522. Was John Gormley ? — No. 

2523. Tell us anybody else that went with 
you ? — There were a great m.auy on the road 
walking with me. 

2524. Who went witli you to Kiolan’s to share 
in the two gallons of whisky ? — We got it in two 
jars, and brought it to Joe JPLade’s. 

2525. Who was with you when you got the 
whisky put into two jars ? — Nobody but me and 
that boy. 

2526. Had you appointed any persons to meet 
you at Joe M'Lade’s for the purpose of drinking 
It? — We said we would go to the young fellows 
about the place rather than sitting down in the 
public-house. 

2527. When you went to Joe M‘Lade’s, who 
were there to drink ? — I do not think there was 
anyone iu it but myself and the fellow of the 
house. 

2528. You do not mean that you went over to 
drink the whisky toM'Lade’s? — No; some others 
came. 

2529. Who assisted you iu consuming the two 
gallons of whisky at Joe M’Lade’s? — There 
might have been people that I disremember. 

2530. I want you to remember who they were ; 
tell me the names? — There was a man of the 
name of Andrew M‘Gan*y, and his missis, and 
another woman who lodged there. 

2531. I do not want the women ; I asked you 
the men? — Johnny Gormley was vbere. 

2532. Who is Johnny Gormley; is he a 
voter?— No, he is not. 

2533. Who is he? — He is a man who lives in 
the Gate House. 

2534. Who else? — Phil Brady. 

2535. Anybody else? — And Mick Gormley. 

2536. Which Mick Gormley is that ; Art ? — 
No- 

2537. Are those merely the names of the per- 
sons you recollect who were drinking in M'Lade’s 
that night ? — Yes. 

2538. Was John Gormley, the voter, there? 
— Yes. 

2539. Drinking? — Yes. 
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2540. Do you recollect, on the same day that 
Father O’Reilly gave you the two gallons’ order, 
seeing John Gormley, the voter, getting another 
order? — No. 

2541. Did you see Father O’Eeilly giving any 
orders to any other person excejJt yourself on 
that day? — I could not say I did. 

2542. Try ; did he stop the procession for the 
purpose of breaking the order on the roadside ? — 
I could not say any person got an ordei-. 

2543. Did you see Father O’Reilly writing 
with a pencil move tlian once that day ? — Y'es, of 
course. 

2544. Did you see him writing orders more 
than once ? — I saw him writing. 

2545. How often did you see liiin writing with 
a peucil that day ? — Once. 

2546. 'Jo whom did lie baud that order ? — I 
could not tell. 

2547. W.as your father present at Joe 3I‘Lade’s 
the niglit you got the order for the two gallons 
of whisky? — les. 

2548. He was one of tlie persons who were 
there ? — Y’es. 

2549. About how many evenings w'ere you 
drinking, either at the bouse of Smith or M'Lade 
or any other person, witliout paying for it ? — 
About two evenings more. 

2550. Thatis three altogether? — Y’es, tliatwas 
two nights in the public-houses. 

2551. Was it before or after the occasiou that 
you have been mentioning now (the night of the 
meeting at Granard), was it before tliat, or was it 
the first night after ? — It was after or before. 

2552. Y’ou had one drinking bout before this 
meeting at Granard, bad you ? — I drauk some, of 
course. 

2553. Do you know upon whose order that 
drink was got ? — I could not say. 

2554. Who were present when that drink was 
being consumed ? — I cannot say who. 

2555. Did you hear who got the order that 
you got that drink on ?■■ — No. 

2556. You never inquired? — No. 

2557. Was your father there? — He was tiiere 
oue of the times. 

2558. Was your father there that first time 
before the day of the meeting at Gr.auard ; was 
your father there the first evenui» that you spent 
drinking in the way you have clescribed? — He 
W.1S. 

2559. Was John Gormley, the voter, there on 
the first evening ?— I have seen him once ; I do 
not know whether it was that night or not. 

2560. Was that also at iPLade’s: was it at 
Smith’s that this took place the first night? — At 
Holigau’s. 

2561. Besides yourself and father and John 
Gormley, can you tell me the njimes of any other 
persons who were at Holigan’s the first night 
you were drinking ? — There was a man of the 
name of John M'Guinness. 

2562. Do you know a man of tlie name of 
James Gluty ? — Yes. 

2563. Didyouseehim there that night ? — No. 

2564. Were you drinking with James Ginty 
on any night?— Yes. 

2565. "lYhere ? — In Smith’s. 

2566. Was that the night after the day of the 
Granard meeting? — This was the day of the 
Longford meeting. 

2567. Who else besides Ginty were with you 
drinking in Smith’s upon this occasion ; was your 
father there ? — Y’es, he was. 

0 2568. John 
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2o68. John Gormley tho rotei*?— Yes. 

2569. Who else was there on that occasion ; 
you had your father, and Ginty, and who else ?— 

I do not tliink there were any other voters. 

2570. Do you know where your horse was 
the day of the election ; your father’s horse ?— I 
could not tell. 

2571. Do you know whether he was ridden 
into Longford or not, or into Granard ? — I could 
not tell, for I was not on it. 

2572. Do you know your father’s horse?— Of 
coiu'se I do. 

2573. Did you see him in Granard that day ; 
the day of the election ?— He left the place to go 
to it. 

2574. Who left to go to the place? — The cart 
was on. 

2575. Who went in the cart? — I could not 
tell. 

2576. How did you go? — I walked. 

2577. Have you a horse yourself? — Ho. 

2578. Have auy of your brothers a horse? — 
Yes. 

2579. Which of them ?— The Art-Gomiley. 

2580. Did his horse go into Granard that 
day?— I could not tell; I left the place before 
the others did. 

2581. Did you ever hear about auy arrange- 
ment of 1 1. being paid for horses going into 
Granard ; did you hear from Mr. Fitzgerald or 
Mr. U’Keilly anything about 1 1. being given for 
the horses? — I Iieard a rumour. 

2582. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald."] Who did you 
hear it from ? — I could not tell. 

2583. Mr. Monroe."] Did you hear it from 
Father Fitzgerald or Father O’Reilly ? — None of 
them ever told me. 

2584. Did you ever hear either Father Fitz- 
gerald say anything about 1 1. being paid for 
hoi-ses at the cliapel? — No; I diaremember. 

2585. Indeed, youdo not; didyouhearanyallu- 
sion made by Father Fitzgeraldabout the horses? 
— I heard them talking, but I was at a distance. 

2586. Who did you hear talking? — Father 
Fitzgerald. 



2587. What did you hear him talking about? 
— They talked something like men having their 
wages for the horses carrying the people. 

2588. Did they name the sum they were to 
get ? — I heard it was 1 1. 

2589. Mr. Justice Fitsgirrald.] Did you hear 
it from Father Fitegerald ? — No ; I did not hear 
him say exactly it was 1 1. 

2590. What did you hear him say exactly; 
did you hear him mention any sum? — No, I did 
not. 

2591. Mr. Monroe."] Did you hear Father 
Fitzgerald say anything about who was to ride 
the horses? — ^No, I did not hear him say a word 
about it. 

2592. What did you hear him say a word 
about it? — I stopped just, so that I could not hear 
what he said. 

2593. Did you hear him say anything about 

the horses at all ? — I heard every one saying 

2594. I do not ask that ; I ask what you heard 
Father Fitzgerald say in particular about the 
horses and voters ? — I did not hear him say what 
they gave. 

2595. I ask you what you heard him say ; telf 

us exactly ? — I was at a distance, and I could not 
hear him saying 

2596. Mr Justice Fitzgerald."] Tell us what 
you did hear ? — I did not hear him saying any- 
thing about it that I can recollect. 

2597. Mr. Monroe!] Wliere did you hear him 
saying anything about it? — Beside the chapel, 
at the gate. 

2598. What did you hear him say at any time 
about horses ? — Tliat jieople would get their car- 
hire for the horses. 

2599. Did you hear him tell the people they 
were not to ride their own horses ? — I never heard 
him say that. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Upon Jamen Shelley being called, and not 
answering, 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald made an order for 
his attendance. 



Joseph M'Glade, sworn : Examined by Mr. Butt. 



2600. Wheke do you live? — Pouladoey. 

2601. Are you a faiuner ? — Yes. 

2602. You are an elector ? — Yes. 

2603. YouvotedforMr.Greville-Nugent?— Yes. 

2604. During the election, did you get any 
order for any drink ? — I never looked for it. 

2605. Did you ever get it? — I never looked 
for it, or got it. 

2606. Did any other person who got an order 
ever give you one ? — Never. 

2607. Was there ever any drinking going on 
in your house ? — No ; very little. 

2608. How often — Only at night. 

2609. I hope you had a jolly night? — It was 
a pretty good night ; only short. 

2610. Who was drinking when you left that 
night? — The neighbours around. 

2611. Could you give me their names ? — There 
was John Gormley, James Gormley, Francis 
Gormley, and a few women. 

2612. Do you remember a man of the name of 
James Ginty being there ? — No. 

2613. How mu<mwas drunk on that night? — I 
cannot recollect ; I do not know what was drank; 
I was not at the getting of it. 



2614. Do you recollect the lost tumbler? I 

do not. ^ . ( 

2615. How much did you take? — I out 01 

employment, and I took on then. 

261 6. Have you a horse ? — Yes. 

2617. Was it run at the election? — Yes._ 

2618. How far do you live from the tram • 

About six or seven miles. „ 

2619. Who did you take in to yote . » 

brought a man in, and I gave him a lift part 0 
the way. . 

2620. Did you have a cart ?— A saddle ; tae 
morning was cold, and I walked myself. 

2621. Did you ride the horse yourself ?-JNo- 

2622. Who did?— A mannamed Owen Oaseiy- 

2623. What is he ?— A freeholder. 

2624. Did you walk into Granard ? — k ^ 

2625. Were you paid anything for the horse • 

2626. Were you promised anything ?— Money 
was promised, but I did not get anything. 

2627. What was promised? — A pound ‘ 
promised to any man who brought the horse a 

2628. ' Who promised that? — 
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2629. Where did you sec Father Fitzgerald 
when he promised you that ?— At the chapel. 

2630. That was, speaking to you altogether? 

Yes. 

2631. What did he say?— He said any free- 
holder who would bring his horse and cart to carry 
freeholders to the election would get a pound. 

2632. When you gave your horse to another, 
did you know that you would not he paid if you 
went on your own horse ?— He said for one man 
to bring another man's horse. 

2633. Father Fitzgerald said that?— les. _ 

2634. Tell me what he said about your talan^ 
your neighbour’s horse? — I cannot recollect ; I 
did not hear him say any more about it than that 
for me to bring my neighbour’s horse, and my 
neighbour’s horse to take me. 

2'635. Was it arranged that your horse was to 
take your neighbour and his horse to take yon? 

2636. And each was to he paid a ijound?— 
Yes. 

2637. You did, according to that, let your 

horse go to the neighbour? — Yea. ^ 

2638. "Why did you not ride the neighbour a 
horse ?— Because the morning was cold. 

2639. Did you ask for the pound for your 

horse? — No. „ j i? 

2640. Why did not you?— I never called lor 

it since. , ^ 

2641. Has anybody spoken to yon about it 
since ? — Yes ; plenty spoke to me- 



2642. I want to know the person who spoke to j. 

you particularly ; did anybody ever tell you not “ 

to a.sk for payment? — No. “^9 March 

2643. Did anybody ever tell yon^that you 1870. 
would be paid some time or other ? — No. 

2644. Have you ever spoken to Father Fitz- 
gerald about payment ? — No. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Arirntronf/. 

2645. You are a voter yourself? — Yes. 

2646. How long have you had a vote ? — Three 
years. 

2647. 'Wliose estate do you live upon ?— Bai-on 
Hughes. 

2648. Did you get anything for your vote ? — 

2649. For whom did you vote? — Mr. Greville. 

2650. He did not press you for your vote? — 

No; I liked to vote for him, and would to- 
morrow. , 

2651. "Wliat date did you have drink together 

in your own house ?— The day of the meeting m 
Granard. . 

2652. Were you at the meeting? — les. 

2653. Were the houses those of the people 
who were drinking in Granard ? — Some ot them 
were. 

2654. They dropped you?— les. 

2655. It was after the meeting that vou haa 
the drink? — Yes; it was better to take it at 
home than in a public-house. 

[The W’’itnes3 withdrew. 



James Gintt, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



2656. Where do you live ?— At Durbeggan. 
2657 You voted at the last electiou ?— Yes. 

2658. Did you know of any orders being 
given? — No. 

2659. You did not know of it ?— No ; I had 
nothing to do with orders. 

2660. Do you know Mr. Joseph Smith? — 

1 do. .,10 

2661. Were you drinking in that uouse s'— 

From the nomination I was ; I was invited in by 
Michael GoiToley. . „ t vj 4 . 

2662. Did you pay nothing for it? — 1 dm not. 

2663. How did you go to the poll yourseltr — 

I walked. 

2664. Youwalked in?— Yes. 

2665. Were you yourself at the chapel the 

day before? — Yes. , 

2666. Did you hear Father Fitzgerald speak- 
ing to the people outside the chapel ?--Yes. 

2667. Did you hear him talking then about 
how much would he given for horses ? — Yes. 

2668. How much? — He said that every person 

bringing in his horse and cart, or horse and car, 
carrying in voters. wouM get a pound ; he did not 
say that he would give it. ... 

2669. Did he say anything about changing 
horses ? — There was such an an-angement, I 

267o'. I ask what you heard Father Fitzgerald 
say upon that point?— He said as you state. _ 
*2671. That each person should change their 
horses and carts ? — Yes. 

2672 Did he say why it was to be done.'’ — 
No; I do not recollect that he did say anything 
about the reason. 

2673. Had you a horse yourself 

2674. What did you do with yours?— My son, 
a young boy, asked me to give him the horse and 

178. 



cart to earn a pound. I said, if he could earn it, James Ginti/. 
well and good. 

2675. You preferred to walk yourself?— 1 
walked the greater part of the day. 

2676. 'Who came in on your horse and cart ?— 

I cannot say ; I saw two females on it going to 
market. , . . 

2677. Did your son go to get the pound after- 

wards?— No, there was not a -word about it 
since. „ , , 

2678. Are you in the habit of attending chapel 

there? — Yes. 1,1.7 

2679. Did you hear that Father Fitzgerald had 

said anything opposite the chapel ; did you hear 
him say anythii^ inside the chapel as to the elec- 
tion? -Really 1 do not recollect what he said on 
that day. , . , ^ 

2680. I ask did he say anything about the 

election at all that day ? — I think he did; I am 
not sure ; I will not take it upon myself to swear 
that he did. .. x, ^ 

2681. Do you recollect his auuding to the 

election? — No. ^ r • 

2682. Did he speak about Mr. Nugent ^being 
a candidate, or the people voting for him?— 

Several times before he said that. 

2683. The day he talked about the horses, did 

Ijg ? I Jo not recollect what he said that day._ 

2684. Do you recollect that he said an^hing 

that day about it?— I do not recollect what he 
said that day. . . , ... 

2685. Do you recollect his speaking about it 
any other day? — Yes. 

2686. Did you hear him speaking of the eleo 

tioo ? I did on two or three occasions. 

2687. Each Sunday ? — ^Yes. 

2688. While he was officiating ? — i es, gener- 

o 2689. Was 
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James Ointi/. 2689. ‘Was it from the altar ? — Generally. 

' 2690. What did you hear him say? — He re- 

29 Marcli ferred to what w.is stated by Mr. Crosby ; I did 
not recollect one sentence of it but for his evi- 
dence. 

2691. You did hear what Mr. Crosby s.aid to- 
day ? — Yes. 

2692. Does that bring it to your mind ? — Yes. 

2693. Did you bear what Mr. Crosby stated 
to-day ? — Yes. 

2694. Do not mind wliat you heard from 
Crosby, but tell us now, according to your own 
recollection, the substance of what Father Fitz- 
gerald said? — The denunciation of secret and 
illegal societies is the greater part of what I 
recollect. 

2695. What did you hear him say ; how did 
he bring it in or allude to it? — He alluded I 0 
Fenianism, aud he alluded to all the secret 
societies. 

2696. Was it in connection with the then ap- 
proaching election? — No, it was more relative to 
Brierly. 

2697. Was it after Brierly posted the notice 
about Martin outside the chapel? — Yea, thatAvas 
Avhat brought it out. 

2698. How did he commence it ; did he allude 
to that? — I think he did. 

2699. "What did he say about it?— As far as I 
can recollect, he said it was very wrong to do so. 

2700. To do what? — He spoke in hard terras 
of him for doing so. 

2701. For posting tlrat notice ? — Yes. 

2702. Did he say anything, or make any allu- 
sion tliat day to hlartin being a candidate for the 
county ? — Y^es. 

2703. What did he say about that? — lie said 
he Av.a 6 not a fit person, or something to that 
nature; that be did not see that be was fit 
at all. 

2704. Did he say who he ivas, or who his pai'ty 
Avere? — He said tliathe Avas a Freabytorian from 
the North. 

2705. Did he use the expression “ black 
mouthed,” or “black hearted?” — I do not re- 
collect that he did. 

2706. What else did he say?— I ara not able 
to 'swear Avbat he said iu connection with it. 

2707. Did he say that he was a Fenian? — I 
believe he did. 

2708. Do you recollect that he did?— I avUI 
not be prepax-ed to swear that be did ; I said before 
that I had forgotten the circumstances alto- 
gether. 

2709. Did j-ou hear him make any allusion to 
persons himting tlie priests, or being against the 
priests? — Yes. 

2710. What did he say about that? — He said 
the party were priest hunters. 

2711. That is the Martin party? — No, I do 
not say the Martin party. 

2712. What party?— The pai'ty who were 
putting him forward, or something of that kind ; 
the thing escapes a person’s memory: of course 
I took no notice of it ; I never tiiougbt it would 
come to this. 

2713. Did he say anything about his tears? — 
Yes. 

2714. What did he say about that?- He said 
that they would fall heavily on those opposed to 
the church and the Catholic religion. 

2715. That is his tears ? — Yes; he would pi-ay 
that ^ey might fall heavy on them, and he said 
that it was a raid against the Catholic church. 



2716. Did he say anything about hell?— I do 
not recollect. 

2717. Did he say anything about tbc limbs of 
the people being paralysed ?— I believe lio did 

2718. Tell us Avliat he said about that?— He 
quoted from Scri]tture that the enemies of the 
church of God Avonld be scattered. 

2719. You said that he said somethin" about 
their limbs being paralysed ? — I believe iTe did. 

272(1. What Avas it he said about that?— 
cannot remember the precise Avords he iiiailc use 
of on that occasion. 

2721. Did lie say that he would pray their 
arms might be paralysed? — I do not know 
whether he did or not ; I cannot recollect Avhether 
he did or not. 

2722. Or their tongues; do you recollect his 
saying these words, that he would pray that their 
tongues might he paralysed, so that tliey could 
not pray ?— I do not recollect his making use of 
such an expression as that. 

2723. Did he say anything about their tongues 
heizi" paralysed ? — I believe iic did say sometliing, 
but 1 cannot recollect the precise words he maife 
use of. 

2724. Did he s.ay anything about the Day of 
Judgment or the Last Day ? — I think a particu- 
lar judgment he said. 

2725. Wliat did ha say about a particular 
judgment? — He said that, perhaps, the enemies 
of the church Avoiild be left in this Avoiid, and, 
perliaps, they Avould like to have tlie priest to 
atlencl them, and then they would not. I do not 
tliink lie went so far ns the General Judgment. 

2726. Did he say that a.s the people would be 
found on the day of election, that so they might 
be found at the Day of Judgment?— I do not 
think I heard tliem say tliat. 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLawjhlan. 

2727. Men might be glad to have a priest and 
would not "Ot a priest?— That it Avould be the 
will of God they would not have one. 

2728. You do not belong to the north yonrself ? 
— No. 

2729. Do you knoAV that it is a common expres- 
sion in the north, a “ black-mouthcd Presby- 
terian ” ? — No, I do not. 

2730. I see you are put doAvn here as a man 
Avho was bribed ; Avere you bribed? — No, I Avas 
not. 

2731. Directly or indirectly ? — No. 

2732. You are put doAvn here as a man cor- 
ruptly treated ; Avere you treated one way or 
another to interfere with your vote? — I got 
something from Gormley at his house; 3 1 . 

2733. Was your vote in any way influenced by 
what you got from Gormley? — Not the slightest. 

2734. I sujipose you would have voted for 
Greville one way or the other? — Yes. 

2735 . Did anything happen to yourself in con- 
nection with the election meeting; were you 
molested or beaten ? — I was after the election. 

2736. Was it in consequence of the election? 
— I suspect it was. 

2737. Mr. Justice Fiizgerald.'] You have 
stated that you heard the priests saying some- 
tiling to the effect that people might Avant the 
services of a priest and not have them at their 
death beds? — Yes. 

2738. Did you understand him as applying 
that to those Avho Avere to vote at the election? — 
No, I did not. 

2739. Or 
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2739. Or to parties who belouged to secret 
societies ? — He said that those who made little 
of the i>riests and the Church of God, perhaps it 
would be the will of God, at their djiug hour, 
that they would call for the pi-ieste, and they 
would not couie then to administer the Sacra- 
ment. 

2740. Did you understand by that that he was 
alluding to pai-ties who would go against the 
Church of God, going against the Church at the 
comia-r election ? — I did not understand that he 
alluded directly to them. 



2741. Did YOU understand him to allude to the JamesGinty. 

coming election ? — I do not think that he included 

any friends or supporters of Mr. Slartin, either 29 March 
in his denunciation or otherwise. 1870. 

2742. Did you believe that there were por- 
tions in that denunciation to be applied to jDarties 
opposing at the election, or to parties remaining 
members of Fenianism or other secret societies? 

—I understood it to allude to members of secret 
societies, and to 110 other. I did not take it to 
allude to any other. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 



James Gokmlet (Michael), sworn ; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



2743. Are you the owner of a horse ? — Yes. 

2744. lYasheatthe election at Granard? — 
Yes, he was. 

2745. Who rode him ? — Xo one at all ; he had 
a cart on him. 

2746. You are a voter yourself? — Yes. 

2747. Did you go in on a cai't ? — No. 

2748. Who drove the cart in ? — My brother. 

2749. With your horse in it? — Yes. 

2750. Is your brother a voter ? — He is not. 

2751. Whom did he take in the cart ? — I can- 
not say. 

2752. You do not know how many voters he 
took with him ? — No. 

2753. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald^ Did you walk 
in? — ]Vo, I went on a neighbour’s cart. 

2754. Mr. Monroe.'] Whose cart did you go 
in on ? — My uncle’s, John Francis Gormley. 

2755. Is he a voter ? — No. 

2756. Is his father a voter ? — No. 

2757. Has Francis Gormley a horse of his 
own? — He had at that time. 

2758. Did you hear from Father Fitzgerald 
about any arrangement of a pound being paid for 
the horses ? — Yes. 

2759. Were you at chapel the day he an- 
nounced it? — Yes. 

2760. Was it in consequence of that that yon 
let some one else take your horse ? — No, it was 
not ; I went out to leave the mai'e at home, and 
my brother went in and put the cart on there to 
bring the electors up. 

2761. Did you see Father Fitzgerald with re- 
ference to the pound afterwards? — Yes; I went 
25 or 26 days afterwai’ds, and two more went on 
afterwards. 



2762. Why do you say 25 or 26 ? — I did not Gormleg. 

go up till then. 

2763. After the 21 days? — Yes. 

2764. When you went up to Father Fitz- 
gerald’s after the 21 days had elapsed, what did 
you say to him ? — I stood on the floor : he was 
going back into the hall and the other men 
nodded me to speak to him, so I did. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald stated tliat he could 
not receive evidence of declamtions made 26 
days after the election without some evidence 
that the authority’ of the agent eontiuued 
after the return. 

Mr. Butl was heard in support of his line 
of examination. 

hir. Justice Fitzgerald ruled that the evi- 
dence was not admissible. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant A)'mstrong. 

2765. For whom did you vote? — For Mr. 
Greville. 

2766. You voted of your own free will? — 
Yes. 

2767. Did anybody force you? — No. 

2768. You were not prevented from voting as 
you wished ? — No. 

2769. Were you bribed ? — No. 

2770. Or did you think of taking a bribe ? — 
No, I despise it. 

2771. You despise it? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Philip Hoceican, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



2772. Where do you live ? — At Dunbeggan. 

2773. Do you keep a public-house ? — No. 

2774. Do you live with yourson? — No,Ihave 
no public-house. 

2775. Did you know of any order being given? 
— Yes. 

2776. Did you get one yourself? — No. 

2777. Did }’Ou see them given ? — Yes. 

2778. whom? — By Fitzgerald. 

2779. "Who else? — 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong stated that this 
witness’s name was not in the Bill of Par- 
ticulars. 

2780. Sir. Exham.] To whom did yon see the 
orders given ? — I cannot tell you. 

2781. Mr. Serjeant Arm*(rony.j Did yon read 
any of them ? — "Fes, I did. 

178. 



2782. Mr.Z'a;//c»n.] How much was the hugest P.Hourican. 

you saw given by Father Fitzgerald ; how much 

was it for ? — I cannot say ; some 2 I think, and 

one 30 s. 

2783. How many did you see given by Father 
Fitzgerald ? — I could not say. 

2784. Did you see more than one ? — I cannot 
swear. 

2785. Who was the one you did see in favour 
of? — I do not remember at present ; if you ask me 
any person, I may tell you. 

2786. If I knew myself I would tell you, but 
where did you see him give it ? — I was in liis own 
house when some orders were given, but I was on 
particular buriness of my own not looking for any 
order. 

2787. You say you were in his house and saw 
some orders given ? — Yes. 

h4 2788. Were 
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P Hourican. 2V86. Weve tliere many people up there ?— 
Yea. 

■iQ March 2789. What day was it ?— After the_ election. 
1870 . 2790. Do you mean after the nomination or 

after the polling ?— After the election. 

2791. How many days after the election? — I 
think it was one. 

2792 . Did you know the people thatwere there? 
I know 60 many I canuot remember any par- 
ticularly. 

2793. "Were they people about the neighbour- 
hood? — Yes. 

2794. Was Father O’Eeilly there?— Yes. 

2795. Did you see him writing? — Yes- 

2796. Wore they both sitting down at a table 
and writing these orders? — Yes. Father 
O’Keilly was writing them to the best of my 
belief. 

2797. Had tlrey any book open before them ? — 

I canuot say. 

2798. Did you see ai^ list taken down as to 
the amount of them ? — I cannot say. 

2799. Were the people called into the room one 
by one ? — No. 

2800. Were they all in tire room? — Not at 
all. 

2801. What was done with the orders when 
they were written ; were they taken out ? — They 
came to the door outside and they gave tliem. to 
them outside. 

2802. About how many orders did you see 
given to people outsidcj the day after the 
election ? — Six or seven ; I cannot say how 
many. 

2803. Did you hear when he gave them to the 
people, what he said to the people to whom he 
gave them ? — I did not hear him pass any re- 
marks. 

2804. Did you see on what houses they were ; 
were tlrey on any particular public-houses ? — I do 
not know whether they were on the three puhlic- 
bouses ; I think they were divided over each of the 
houses. 

2805. Which were tlic three houses? — My son’s 
and Kiulan’s. 

2806. Is your son a voter? — Yes. 

2807. Did he vote ? — He did, and I voted my- 
self. 

2808. Is Kinlan a voter? — I think not. 

2809. Is tins man Choi'lesKinlanjClonrathjthe 
man? — Yes. 

2810. He is a voter? — Yes. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] Did he vote? — 
Mr. Exham.] It is 440 on the register; 
Chaides Kinlan, of Clonrath, voted for 
Greville-Nugent. 

2811. Do you recollect seeing any whisky 
given out to any people in the field before the 
election ? — Yes. 

2812. Were you one of the people that were 
distributing it? — Yes; a publican in Granai’d 
asked me it I would distribute some liquor to llie 
non-electors. 

2813. Where was it that the whisky was given 
out on the field; was it at Galiet-hili? — 
About a mile and a quarter from the town of 
Granard. 

2814. Was it a place called Gallet-hill; what 
is the name of it? — I do not know the name of it. 

2815. What quantity of whisky was brought 
to the field? — I calculate four or five gallons. 

2816. Who gave the order for it? — I cannot 
say which of the priests. 



2817. When you say winch of the priests, do 
you mean Father Fitzgerald or Father O’Eeiliy? 
— Yes. 

28 1 8. W ere they there, cither of them ? — I did 
not see them at the time. 

2819. Did you sec them previously ? — I saw 
them many times in the course of that day. 

2820. To wiiom was tlris wiiiaky given ? — To 
non-electors. 

2821. I suppose you did not take a drop of it 
yourself? — N^o. 

2822. You were oulyhelpitig it out? — Dividing 
it amongst them. 

2823. I suppose there was not a single voter 
ainoncst the party ? — My son was in it to my 
knowledge, hut I do not remember any other 
voter. 

2824. Was your son helping it ? — He was. 

2825. And you? — Yes. 

2826. Did you yourself see any voters in your 
son’s public-house before the election ? — I did, but 
I cannot remember who they were. 

2827. You told us of the orders you saw given 
the day after the election ; before that did you 
see orders given by any of these priests ; before 
the day of the polling? — Yes, I did. I do not 
know whether it was the second Monday they 
were iu Granard, or not. 

2828. It was some time before the election ?~ 
Yes. 

2829. Did you see orders given by both of 
them on that day, or only one ? — I do not know 
whether Father Fitzgcv.alii gave one, but I know 
that Father O’Eeilly did. 

2830. How many did you know Esther 
O’Eeilly to give that day ? — I cannot say. 

2831. Did you know him to give more than 
one ? — Yes, I should say more than 10. 

2832. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] That is the 
second day in Granard ? — Yes, I think it is. 

2833. Mr. £'a-AaMi.] Were auy of those 
orders given on your son’s public-house ? — They 
were. 

2834. How many do you recollect?— I cannot 
say how many ; a great many. 

2835. Were you yourself iu your son’s public- 
house on the afternoon of that day ? — I was. 

2836. After the order was given? — Yes. 

2837. Did you see people in there drinking on 
that clay ? — Plenty of them. 

2838. Did you see auy voters there ? — I do not 
rsmeraher any except one. 

2839. Who was the one you saw? — Joh“ 
Gormley. I do not remember any voters hut 
him. 

2840. You saw him there ?— Yes, according to 
the best of ray opinion. 

2841. Your son was there also ? — Yes. 

2842. Was there much drink going on? — 

Plenty of it. ,, 

2843. Do you know yourself, or could you tell 

me, the entire amount of the 10 orders given by 
Father O’Eeilly that day ; what did the 10 amount 
to? 

2844. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] Did you see 

them ? — I saw a good many of them, but I canno 
remember how many. 

2845. Mr. Exham.] What was the largest sum 
you remember seeing in an order, and what was 
the smallest? — Some very small and some larger, 
some half a gallon, or four quarts. 

2846. Of whisky ?— Yes. 

2847. What was the largest you recollect 

getting ? — In my opinion it was 3 1. How 
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2848. How loug was the drinking going on in 
yoiiv son’s public-iiouse that night to your know- 
ledge ? — I suppose about 11 o’clock. 

284y. "What time did they begin ; what o’clock 
were the orders given ? — I cannot say. _ 

2850. What o’clock did the drinking com- 
mence ? — I do not think it commenced till after 
night. 

2851. Five or six o’clock? — The time was short 
then, I cannot say. 

2852. Was that about the hour ?~Yes, after 
night. 

2853. Do you menu to say that they were 
drinking some four or five hours, at all events, 
in your son’s public-house that night ? — Yes. 

2854. Was there plenty of wliisky going all 
the time? — Plenty. 

285.5. Was there brandy besides? — Yes. 

2856. Do you recollect any other evening ? — 
I have a very bad memory ; but I will try and 
recollect. 

2857. Do not you recollect that there was 
another meeting at Granard ?— Yes, two or three. 

2858. Did you see orders given at the next 
meeting at (jrannrd, after the one you have 
spoken of ? — I think it was on two occasions ; 
1 am not sure. 

2859. Is that one or two occasions before the 
election ? — Yes. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'^ You have been 
speaking of the second day in Granard last. 

2860-1. Mr. Far/mm.] Before the election took 
place, did you see orders given more than once ? 
—I cannot say ; I think only once before the 
election ; I am not sure for that. 

2862. The day after the election, did you see 
drink given in your son’s public-house to Thomas 
Owen Mulligan and James Ginty? — No. 

2863. Were they in the public-house all the 
day after the election ? — I think Ginty does not 
go to my son’s public-house. 



2864. Were you present at the chapel the day 
before the polling ? — I was. 

2865. Do you recollect Father Fitzgerald say- 
ing an 3 'thing about the horses ? — Yes, I do. 

2866. Did you hear him name the price for 
each horse ? — Yes. 

2867. How much ? — £. 1. 

2868. Did you hear him say that the voters 
were not to go on their own; but the voter’s 
were to give their horses to their neighbours, and 
they were to ride their neiglibours’ ? — He told 
them they might sit on their neighbours’ horses. 

2869. ^Vhat were they to do with their own? 
— They were to give their own to their neigh- 
bours. 

2870. Did he tell tliem when they were to be 
paid the 1 1., or by whom? — No, nothing at all 
about it; he did not say anything about it. 

2871. Did YOU hear him in the chapel tell the 
people to meet him outside the gate, outside the 
chapel, and have it? — They met outside. 

2872. Did you hear him saying inside the 
chapel that the people were to meet outside ? — I 
cannot say. 

2873. Had you a horse of your own ? — Two. 

2874. What did you do witli your horse ? — I 
rode my horse to Granard. 

2875. What did you do with the oilier? — I 
left him at home. 
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Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

2876. For whom did you vote ? — Mr. Greville- 

2877. Were you bribed? — I did not want it. 

2878. Were you bribed ? — Not at all. 

2879. Had the talk about the horses anything 
to do with your vote? --No. 

2880. Had anything you got to drink anything 
to do with your vote ? — No. 

2881. You would have voted if you never had 
a drop ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Michael Houeican, sworn; Examined by Mr. Ihdt. 



2882. You are the son of the last witness? — 
Yes. 

2883. Do you keep a public-house ? — 1 es. 

2884. Are you anelector, and have you a vote? 
—Yes. 

2885. You voted at the last election for Mr. 
Grevilie-Nusent ? — Yes. 

2886. Dia you get any orders for druik? — 

Mr. ^IcLaughlan.l This witness’s name is 
not in the Bill of Particulars. 

2887. Mr. Butt.'\ Did you get any orders for 
drink ? — Yes. 

2888. Where are they? — At home at my 
house. 

2880. How many did you get? — I could not 
tell how many. 

2890. Did you give anj' drink to any persons 
on those orders ’ — ■ 1 es. 

2891. How much drink do you give ? — I could 
not tell how much. 

2892. Have you any account against any man 
for some ? — Yes. 

2893. How much ? — I cannot recollect. 

2894. Is it 5?.?— Yes. 

2895. Is it 10 Z.?— Yes. 

2896. Is it 20/.? — Yes; it is more than 40/. 

2897. Is it more than 50 /. ? — Yes. 
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2898. Is it more than 60 /. ? — Yes. Uourican. 

2899. Is it 84 /. ? — Y'es, and beyond. 

2900. Is it more than 90 /. ?— I think it is about 



2901. Is it 100/. ?— No, I think not. 

2902. We will say that it is between 90/. and 
100/.?— Yes. 

2903. Within w’hat time did you give between 
90 /. and 100 /. worth of drink ? — I could not 



2904. Was it in a week that j-ou gave it all ? 
— More. 

2905. Was it a fortnight ? — It was more. 

2906. Was it three weeks ? — I think so. 

2907. Was it a month ? — It was inside of the 
month. 

2908. Inside of the month you gave it? — 1 
could not swear that. 

2909. Was all that drink drunk in your own 
house ? — It was not. 

2910. What was done with what w.as not drunk 
in your own bouse ? — Some parties took it away. 



2911. Was most of it drunk in your own 
house ?— Most of it was drunk in my own house. 

2912. Was one-third taken away, do you 



think ? — I think not 

2918. How many people have you seen dnnk- 
intr in vour house together on those orders? I 
f could 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




66 



JIINUTKS OF EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



M.Hourican. 

sg March 
1870. 



coTilil not tell lio\v many ; I could not sui- 
from the house ; the house was thronged with 
people. , , 

2014. How often did you see the house so 
thronged with j-ieople that you could not serve 
them ?— During the election ? 

2915 During the mouth you were giving the 
drink on the orders? — Often times during an 
election. 

2916. I ask you about this particular election; 
how often during the mouth did you see the house 
full with people drinking on those orders ? — 
Tw'ice. 

2917. Do you remember the ocCiasions upon 
which it was full? — 1 think I do. 

2918. When were they? — I cannot say. 

2919. Was it before or after the election? — I 
think one day after the election, and one day 
before the election. 

2920. Do I understand you to say that, after 
tlie election, after the polling day, your house 
was so full that you could scarcely stir through 
it ?--It was often fuller than the day before the 
election. 

2921. As to the time it was crowded after the 
election; w.as that the day after the election? — 
It was crowded the day after the election ; I am 
not quite sure that it was the day after the elec- 
tion or the day after that. 

2!!22. Either the first <ir the second day after 
the election, how many people were there in your 
house; I speak of the (lay after tlie election? — I 
cc»uld not recollect. 

2928. Were there 20? — There was. 

2924. Thirty? -Yes. 

2925. Forty?— Yes. 

2926. Fifty?— Yes. 

2927. Sixty? — Yes. 

2928. One hundred r — No, I do not think so. 

2929. Tliere was something behveeu 60 and 
100, that Avaa after the polling ? — Yes. 

2930. What did they drink? — Whisky. 

2931. And brandy ? — They did. 

2932. Could you tell me how much whisky 
and braudy they drank on that day? — I could 
not tell j-ou. 

2933. Did you see anyone drunk? — Yes. 

2934. Did you see moi’e than one person 
driuk?— Idid. 

2935. How many people were drunk in your 
house after the polling? — I think I saw five 
drunk. 

2936. Can you tell me the names of any that 
you saw drinking there ? — I could. 

2937. Tell me the names of any persons you 
saw there ? — I saw a boy of the name of James 
Reilly. 

2938. Where docs he live? — At Dunbeggan. 

2939 . How far from you is that? — It is the 
next town. 

2940. When you say a boy, is he an old boy 
or a young boy ? — A young boy. 

2941. Has he a father?— Yes. 

2942. Does he live with his father ? — Yes. 

2943. What is his father ?— He is a farmer. 

2944 . Has his father a vote ? — I do not know. 

2945. Did you see the father in your house; 
what is his name ? — Barnard Reilly. 

2946. Did you see the father in your house 
that day ? — I ao not recollect. 

2947. Did you see him in your house ? — Yes. 

2948. During the election time?— Yes, one 
night 

2949 . Tell me any other person you saw in 



tlie house the day after the polling ? — I ga^ a 
man of the name of Smith. 

2950. Were there any boys in your house?— 
Yes. 

2951. Give me the names of some men who 
were in yuiir house ?— A man of the name of 
M'Kcnim. 

2952. Wlicve does lie live? — In Dunbeggan. 

2953. Anyone else ? — A man of the name of 
Pat Reilly. 

2954. Where does he live ? — At Dunben'ffan. 

2955. Did you see any man you knew STbea 
voter in your lioiisc ? — 1 did. 

2956. Tell me the names of any persons you 
know to be voters in 3 'our house? — I saw a man 
of the name of Pat Cullen; I used to believe 
that lie was a voter. 

2957. Were there voters in your house drink- 
ing? — My father was in my house drinking. 

2958. Were tliere voters in your house drink- 
ing tlie day after the voting, on your oath? — I 
suppose there was. 

2959. Do you know ? — I did not see them. 

2960. Did you see any voters in j’our house? 
— I saw voters in the house. 

2961. Persons you knew to be voters? — 
Yes. 

2962. Wlio were they ? — My lather was 
one. 

2963. Wliercdoes ho live? — In the next town, 
Duiihcggcn. 

2964. Mention any other whom you know to 
be a voter? — i cannot swear anyone was a 
voter. 

2965. WuB anyone that you can swear to be a 
voter in your limtsc the clay after the voting ? — 
To the best of my oiiinioii, 1 cannot tell whether 
they were voters. 

2966. Did you toll me this moment that you 
did sec voters?— I could not say what they 
were. 

2967. Did you tell tills nioraciit that you did 
see voters? — My fathov is a voter. 

2968. Did you see any otlier person besides 
your father in the house whom you believe to be 
a voter? — I could not say right whether they 
were or not. 

2969. Can you say^ wrong or right, whether 
they were or not; did you see any person you 
believe to be a voter in tlie house ? — 1 saw men ; 
I could not say whetlier they were voters or 110 a- 
voters. 

2970. Did you see anyone you knew to be a 
voter in the house ; on your oath, did you see any 
one in the liouse whom you believed to be a voter 
on that day or the next? — I could not re(X>llect 
whether I saw old M ullogan tliat day or not. 

2971. Is that an answer to my question : Isay, 
on your oath, did you see anyone there you be- 
lieved to be a voter ? — I could not swear, but 1 
saw more than my father on that day, whom I 
could prove to be a voter. 

2972. I say anyone you believed to be a voter? 
— Believe. 

2973. Did you see no one tliere you believed 
to be a voter? — 1 could not swear to it. _ 

2974. Did you see any man there you believed 

to be a voter ? — I could not swear. . ^ 

2975. Did you see any man there you believed 
to be a voter ; tliat is a very plain question ; what 
do you say to that ? — There was plenty of men 
there, and I do not know whether they had a 
vote or not. 

2976. Did you believe any ofthem to be votas. 
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that is the (1110811011 I ask you: ansircr it? — No 
ansivev. 

2977. Ml". Justice Fitzgerald.'] Why do you 
not answer the question, it is a very plain one ? 
— I could not. 

2978. Could you form no belief as to whether 
they were voters or not ?— I could not sny whe- 
ther they were voters or non-voters. 

2979. Mr. Buit] Have you any belief about 
it? — No belief. 

2980. Do you know many of them had laud ? 
— Yes. 

2981. And were they farmers of the laud? — Yes. 

2982. You tell me that the farmers of laud 
you saw there, you said there were plenty of 
them ; tell me the name of a farmer of land that 
voii saw in your house that day? — There was a 
man named Pat Cullum ; I do not know whether 
he had a vote or not. 

2P83. Is Pat Cullum a voter ? — I cannot tell. 

2984. ^ileiition anyone else having land? — 
There is another Patrick Cullum. 

2985. Has he any land ? — Yes. 

2986. Anyone else? — There was another 
Thomas Houriean. 

2987. Anyone else of JDunheggen; has your 
uncle a vote ? — No. 

2988. He has no vote? — No. 

2989. Do you swear that ? — Ido. 

2990. Anyone else ; was there any other per- 
son having hind ?— I do not recollect. 

2991. Do you mean to say that you do not 
know the names of any of the people who were 
drinking in your house the whole of that month 1 
— Yes, I know plenty. 

2992. Give me the names of persons having 
laud, who were drinking in your house? — Patrick 
Mulligan. 

2993. Was Owen Mulligan drinking in your 
house? — Yes. 

2994. Do you know whether Owen Mulligan 
is a voter?— Yes. 

2995. Is Bartle Mulligan a voter? — I could 
not tell. 

2996. How do you know whether Owen Mul- 
ligan is a voter ? — He and me passed our votes 
iu the s.ame place, but in a different tally-room. 

2997. How m.any times did you see 20 people 
drinking together in your house during that 
month ?^There were 20 people in the house 
nearly every day they were there. 

2998. Was there a day during the month when 
there were not 20 people drinking in your house ? 
— Not theu, or since. 

2999. On those orders? — No. 

3000. Did you ever give the people any money 
who brought you the ordem ? — I did. 

3001. How much monev did you give? — I 
gave 15 s. and 10 s, to one toy. 

3002. Who was that ? — Smith. 

3003. You gave 15 to one boy of the name 
of Smith? — Yesi 

3004. Which Smith was it? — Mike Smitli. 

3005. What is the name of his father ? — 
Hersney. 

3006. Do you know ^vhether his father is a 
voter ? — No. 

3007. Did you give any money to anybody 
else? — No. 

3008. Is that all the money you gave ? — Yes ; 
and he went and got it in drink at anolier house. 
I gave him the money to pay for it. 

3009. Have you made out a bill of all those 
orders ? — Yes. 
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3010. Where is it? — At home. 

3011. Did you furnish it to anyone? — Yos. 

3012. Who to? — I "went up to Father Fi'z- 
geraJd’s house, and Father O’Reilly was there. 

3013. Did you produce a bill, showing wbat 
was due to you? — Yes. 

3014. Did you give that hill away? — Yes. 

3015. Who to? — To the housekeei)er. 

3016. Father Fitzgerald’s housekeeper? — 
Yes. 

3017. W.ns it made out in Father Fitzgerald’s 
name ? — No. 

3018. In whose name was it made out ? — I did 
not make it out iu any man’s name. I did not 
know wiio was to pay me for it. 

3019. On your oath, was Father Fitzgerald’s 
name in it ? — No. 

3020. Was a name mentioned in the bill? — 
No. 

3021. How did you head the bill? — I put no 
man’s name ou it. 

3022. Did you say so much whislcy such a 
day ? — Yes. 

3023. A gallon of whisky, and then another 
gallon?— Yes. 

3024. Did you meution the orders in the bill ? 
—Yes. 

3025. And you put no man’s name at the end 
of it ? — No. 

3026. Why did you do that? — 1 do uot know. 

3027. Did you expect to be paid wheu you 
gave the whisky ? — Yes. 

.3028. Why did you expect to be pai.l : did 
you expect to be p.iid ? — Yes, soon. 

3029. Whose money was to pay you ? — T could 
not tell. 

3030. Do you expect to be paid now? — 8oon. 

3031. By whom do jmu expect to be paid, on 

F )ur oath ? — I expect ^'ather O’Reilly or Father 
itzgerald will pay me 

30.32. On: of their own money ^ — I could not 
tell. 

3033. But you expected they would pay you ? 
— Yes. 

3034. H.ave you been paid anything ou ac- 
count ? — No. 

3035. You have kept the orders? — Yes. 

3036. Did you ever part with the orders at all ? 
—I did. 

3037. When did you part with them ?— About 
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a month ago. 

3038. To whom did you give the orders a 
month ago? — I gave them to Father Fitzgerald’s 
housekeeper. 

3039. Did you get them back again? — Yes. 

3040. ‘SWien? — The same day, or tlie day after 
I gave them. 

3041. I suppose you left them there to be 
looked at? — Yes. 

3042. Was there any objection made to the 
amount? — There was. 

3043. Whatobjectionwas made to the amount? 

—It "w.as said that some of the orders were 
forged. 3.3 

3044 When you were givmg the dnnk,_ did 
you imiuire whether the people you gave it to 
were electors or non-electors ? — No man ever 



brought me an order. 

3045. When you gave the drink to the people 

who came in to drmk, did you make inquiry 
whether they were electors or non-electors? — 
No. ... 

3046. Now, when you were gmng it away i — 
No. 

I 2 
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Cross'Oxauiiued by Mr. JMcLaiighlan. 

3047. You mentioned tbe name of Thomas 
Hourican ; do you knou' more than one Thomas 
Hourican ? — No. 

3048. I suppose you were pretty busy during 
this month ? — Yes. 

3049. You had no opportunity of noticing par- 
ticularly who come in or out, I suppose ?— No. 

3050. Will you tell me, diiriiig tliat moutli, 
whether they consumed a larger qu.ontity of 
whisky than during au ordinary month? — Yes. 

3051. Did you get the whisky all from one 
man ?— No. 

3052. From what man, or from what firm, did 
you get most of the wliisky ? — "William Jame- 
son, from the 1st of Januaiy, and from Mr. 
Murtagh. 

3053. That is Messrs, hlurtagh, one of whom 
was examined here yesterday ? — Yes. 

3054. About the time of the election, were you 
getting any from them? — Yesj from the 1st ol 
January. 

3055. So that they would know how much 
whisky you hai'c got? — 1 do not know whether 
the oi’ders can be had or not. 

3056. Arc the orders at home, at your house ? 
— To tbe best of my opinion they are. 

3057. Mr. Butt^ Did you leave them there 
when you left home? — I did not see them this 
morning 

3058. When did you see them ? — A niontli ago. 

3059. You did not make away with them 
since ? — No, 



3060. Did you tell anyone to make away with 
them ? — No. 

3061. Do you keep any books of what you 
sell? — My books are there. 

3062. Do you keep any books ? — Yes. 

306.1. Do you enter what you sell? — Yes. 

3064. Wo will ask you to bring your books 
and the account? — I have no account of the 
election. 

3065. Do you say that you have no account of 
the election in your books? — No. 

3066. Why do not you enter the election in 
your books ? — I thought there was no need of it. 

8067. Was that your only reason for not en- 
tering it? — No. 

3068. Did anyone tell you not to enter it? — 
No. 

3069. When you made out tlic account, did 
you keep a copy of the account you left with 
Mr. Fitzgerald’s housekeeper?— Yes. 

3070. l^id you keep a copy? — Yes. 

3071. Will you bring a copy ? we want every 
book, and we want a copy of that account? — I 
have no account. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald."\ Bring the book 
and copy of the account, if you have it, 
and all the orders you lla^'e. 

[The Witness witiulrew. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, athalf-parft 10 o’clock. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



TEIAL OP THE LO'GPORD COUKTT ELECTION PETITION. 



Wednesday, ZOth March 1870. 



James Skilly, sworn; Esarained bj' Mr. Monroe. 



3072. "What parish do you reside in? — The 
parish of Rathcliue. 

3073. AVho is the priest who officiates there? 
— The Rev. Father McGiveney. 

3074. Do you know the Rev. Mr. Fitzgerjvkl, 
of Newtown Forbes? — I do; he is the Newtown 
curate priest. 

3074*. Were you present when any of Mr. 
Sullivan’s party were down fromDublin ? — I was. 

3075. Where was that? — In a place called 
Newtown. 

3076. Was Mr. James Fitzgerald there? — He 
came a few minutes after Mr. Sullivan. 

3077. He is parish priest of Cashel ? — Yes. 

307S. Before the occasion you refer to, had 

you been taking any p.avt on behalf of Mr. Mar- 
tin ? — No. 

3079. Are you a voter ? — I am. 

3080. For ivhom did you vote at the last elec- 
tion ? — Mr. Martin. 

3081-2. Tell his Lordship what occurred, and 
w'liat was said by Mr. James Fitzgerald ou that 
occasiitu ? — We heard that Mr. Sullivan was to 
come there on that day. Mr. Sullivan came at 
two o’cloclc in the day, and he proposed to make 
a sjieech with reference to the election, and we 
went tohc.irhim; and Father Fitzgerald came 
down not to allo'.v him to speak ; and he said, 
“ Dviwn avith him;” and there were a lot of other 
jieopic along with him. “ Down with him” was 
the word ; and Mr. Sullivan spoke to his Reve- 
rence to come up nud spealc as long as he 
pleased, and let him spe.ak a few words after- 
wards. He denied e\'erything ; the avord avas 
“ Down with him.” There avas a good many 
people along avith Father Fitzgerald; they had 
stones, and avere armed, and tney were making 
their way uja to ilr. tSullivan. I avas before the 
priest, and I said to him, “ Go up to his Reve- 
rence, and speak, and let him speak, and ave will 
take our choice, and see avhat to do for the 
better.” He denied all things, aud turned round 
and axed me my name. I told him I avas 
Skilly, from the parts of Ratheline. Then I 
understand he avrote to your parish priest 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong-I Never mind 
avhat you understand. 

3083. Mr. Was that all that Father 

Fitzgerald said on that occasion ? — Yes; he aveut 
away then. 

3084. Was Mr. Sullivan, or any jieisou on his 
behalf, alloaved to address the meeting? — Mr. 
Sullivan addressed the meeting after he avent, 

3085. Were you ever present at any time 
avhen the Rev. Mr. McGiveney made any obser- 
vations? — Yes, I was; on New Yeaa-’s Day. 

3086. What chapel was that at? — Glainsmore 
chapel. 

3087. Was it before or after mass? — It avas 
after second mass ; it was on a holyday. 

3088. Tell us what it was that the Rev. Mr. 
McGiveuev said ? — He said I avas exconimuni- 

- 178. 



cated from the church, and lie forbade ea'Cryone 
to buy or sell with me, or sell aud buy ; and the 
neighboiu‘3 avho would buy or sell with me, he 
said he could not get absolution till he avent to 
the vicar-general down on Carrick-on-Shannon, 
Father Dawson. 

3089. Did he say avhy you avere excommuni- 
cated? — No, he did not say tliat. 

3090. Was avhat occuitccI between you and 
Mr. McGiveney subsequent to avhat had taken 
place between you aud Mr. Fitzgerald? — It avas 
later. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

3091. What parish do you live in? — Rath- 
cHne. 

3092. What parish was it tliat this hlr. Sulli- 
v.an was speaking in? — In Cashel. 

3093. What day aarns that? — It was the Sun- 
day, in the latter part of Doeemher; I think it 
avas the last Sunday in December. 

3094. The last Smuliiy ! — Yes. 

3095. After or before Christmas? — It was 
after Christmas. 

3090. Christmas avius upon a Saturday this 
year? — Ido uot recollect that; hut I know it 
ought to be the 25th. 

3097. It was the day after Christinas Day? — 
It was llic Sunday before New Ye.ar’s Day, on 
the 4tli of January, to the best of my opinion. 

3098. You know that the polling day avas on 
the 3rd of January? — Yes. 

3099. It avas a week before that? — I think 
it avas. 

3100. It avas on a Sunday? — Yes. 

3101. It was on a Sunday that this meeting 
was held ? — Yes, at two o’clock. 

3102. At avhere? — At Newtown, parts of 
Casliel. 

3103. Wlio is the parish priest of Cashel? — 
The Rea\ C. W. Fitzgerald. 

3104. Is that the Rev. Janies Fitzgerald? — I 
do not knoav. 

3105. H.ave you anything to do a\-ith the 
parish ? — No. 

3106. Haa’e you a vote ? — Yes. 

3107. Were there many people at the meet- 
ing? — I daa'e say 200 or 300. 

3108. lYas it in the open street? — Yes. 

3109. AVhere were they sjieaking? — In the 
gallery at the end of the school-house ; and Mr. 
Sullivan aveut up there. 

3110. AYho was avith him ? — A couple of other 
men. I did not knoav )aim before, but I knoav 
that Mr. Nowd, of this town, was avith him. 

3111. AYere any strangers with him? — Yes, a 
couple of strangers. 

3112. Dublin people? — I never saav them be- 
fore ; I do not knoav. 

3113. Nor since? — Yes, I think I saw one of 
them here once or twice since that. 

3114. Wlio was he ? — I do not know. 

I 3 3115. Was 
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3115 Was the meeting begxin when Father 
Fitzgerald came uit?~Mr. Sullivan was a few 
luimites before him. 

3113. Iliid the meeting begun? — No, he was 
onlv prej)uring to speak. 

3117. And nothing had been said? — Not a 
word. 

.3118. There were 200 or 300 people with 
Mr. Sullivan ? — There was not with Mr. Sul- 
livan; there was about 100 or so with Mr Sulli- 
van, or better, and fully as many came down 
with the priest afterwartls. 

3119. Then when the pitiest came down, what 
did he say?-- He said nothing, because " Down 
with him” was the word- 

3120. "What happened?~Notli5ug happened. 

3121. Did anvbody say “Down, Sullivan”? — 
No. 

3122. Did the priest make a speech? — No. 

3123. Was not he hindered from making a 
speech ? — No. 

312-1. Did not yon square yourself at him, and 
shake your fist at him ? — No. 

3125. Have you ever shaken your fist at a 
priest? — No, never. 

3126. Did you ever hear before that you did? 
-No. 

3127. You never heard of it? — I heard that 
he said I did. 

3128. Did you shake your fist in his face on 
that very day ? — No ; I heal’d it was said that I 
followed him up. 

3129. Had you any drink on that day? — No. 

3130. Are you a teetotaller? — No. 

3131. Did Mr. Sullivan give you a treat that 
day ? — No. 

3132. Did he give any crowd any tliat day? — 
There was some drink given ; I do not know who 
gave it. 

3133. How much did you see them getting? 
— Not a farthing. 

3134. How much drink did you see them 
getting ? — I was not by to drink ; I knew there 
was driuk given. 

3135. How do you know it? — I licaid there 
w’as. 

3136. You got none yourself? - No. 

3137- M'hen was tlie drink given, before the 
meeting or afier the meeting? — Just after the 
meeting. 

3138. Did you see any mob after the meeting 
was over? — I went away as soon as Mr. Sullivan 
came down. 

3139. You haveataste for oratory; youlike to 
hear speaking? — Yes. 

3140. And as soon as the speaking was over, 
off you went? — Yes. 

3141. Satisfied that yon should vote for Mr. 
Martin?--! would like to hoar something from 
both of them ; then I would take my choice. 

3142. You went to the National School? — 
Yes. 

3143. And they had a large platform there ; 
did you know tliat the priest was a patron of the 
school ? — I did not know it. 

3144. Where was Mi\ Sullivan ? — In the gal- 
lery outside the school-house. 

M45. Is that a gallery to get up to the roof? 

3146. Outside? — Yes. 

3147. A’od he was up in the gallery, making a 
speech? — He did not begin it at all, when the 
jiriest came up. 

3148. Then the priest wanted him to come 



down out of that, and he would not come ’ 

No. 

3149. And he did not come? — No. 

3150. Did the priest make a speech ? — No. 

3151. Did not 3 'ou hear all that Mr. Sullivan 
said ? — Yes. 

3152. Did not he make a good speech ? 

3153. You heard all he said I — I think he said 
very fair talk. 

31.14. And 3 ’on heard it all? — I did. 

3165. Did anybody else speak? — Yes, Nowd 
made a few words. 

3156 Was he a great man? — Only middling. 

3157. Did you know any of the fellows who 
were at the meeting? — Of course I did. 

3158. Was tliat young Nowcl or old Nowd 
that Avas speaking ? — I do not know any Nowd but 
the one. 

3159. W.is there a great cheer when Mr. 
Sullivan spoke ? — There was no cheering at all 
only when the priest ivas saying, “ Down with 
Sullivan ; ” they were all shouting at that time. 

3160. Did the priest wait to hear Sullivan’s 
speech ? — He waited a good while, and both par- 
ties were shouting, and lie left Sullivan there to 
speak. 

3161. And Sullivan had possession, and he 
spoke ? — Yes ; be was not interfered with. 

3162. All they did was to shout at one another? 
—Yes. 

3163. Was thci’G an attempt to keep Sullivan 
up in the gallery ? — I wanted the priest to go up 
and make a speech in the gallery. 

3164. You Avanted your mind informed to de- 
cide your political view? — Yes. 

3165. You wanted the matter discu.®sed ? — 
Yes. 

3166. What did you want discussed? — I knew 
I was at freedom to vote for anyone I pleased ; I 
wanted to go for the man avIio was the best for 
the country. 

3167. You Avanted to hour what the priest had 
to say in defence of himself? — Yes. 

3168. In defence of the clergy ? — Yes. 

3169. “Down with the priests!”said Sullivan? 
— No, on the contrary, he s.aid, “ Come up, your 
Eeverence, and speak as long as you please, and 
let me speak afterwards;” but he denied coming 
up at all, and nothing was said but “ Down Avith 
him.” 

3170. Did you knoAV Mr. Stephen Joseph 
Meany ! — I did not knoAv him. 

3171. Would you like to hear a priest speak- 
ing on a platform witli Stephen Joseph Meany? 
— -I do not knoAv that. 

3172. You would not like to hear Father Fitz- 

f 'erald speaking on a platform with a man who 
lad been arraigned for felony ? — No. 

3173. Were you at any of the two meetings? 
— Yes, during the nomination. 

3174. You were at every meeting of the county 
you could, to hear the spewing ; you have a teste 
for speaking? — I went to tAvo or three meetings. 

3175. Did yon get a drop at any of them? 1 
Avas not drunk ; I drank a little, but I did not 
drink to be drunk. 

3176. Were you at Ballymahon ? — Yes. 

3177. Were you with a little crowd there ? 1 
was, the day of the second meeting. 

3178. Were you with about 6,000 people there . 
—Yes. 

3179. Roscommon men? — No. 

3180. TuUa men ? — I do not know. 

3181. KiUaloe 
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3181. Killalue meu ? — Tliey were aot in Bally- 
mahon at all. 

3182. Did you lead party ? — Ko. 

3183. On your oath, wore 5 ’ 0 U a ringleader ? — 
No. 

3184. Had you a stick? — Yes. 

3185. What sort of a stick ? — An ash stick. 

3186. And a good one? — Ves, it was a good 
one. 

3187. Every man had a stick ? — Yes. 

3188. How many thousand people were there? 
— I canuot say. 

3189. "Was not your miud made up for Mar- 
tin ? — Yes. 

3190. And to lick the Grevilles if you came 
across tlsein? — No. 

3191. Whnt did you go in such mobs for ; was 
not it to get people to vote for Martin, if you 
could, on your oath? — I do not know that; I 
suppose it was to support Martin, as well as we 
could. 

3192. That was what you got up this greatmob 
for ; did they get drunk ?— No; there was no mob 
at all ; we required no mob, because the parish 
of Rathcline was left, as it were, by their land- 
lord, and we considered he was more inclined to 
go with iMr. Martin ihan with Mr. Greville; we 
went, the last election, for Mr. O’Reilly and for 
him, and we would go with our landlord what- 
ever priest put up against him, and always will ; 
we like him. 

3193. Did you hear of O’Donovan Rossa being 
returned for Tipperary? — Yes. 

3194. Did not you thiuk it a good thing to 
return O’Donovau Kossa? — No, I did not care 
whether ha was returned or not. 

3195. Did not you thiuk it a good thing to re- 
turn him ? — I heard some say it was good, and 
some bad. 

3196. Did not you want as good a man as Kossa 
at the time you were al Baliymahoii ; bad you 
not theu your mind made uji to support Martin? 

3197. Up to the day Mr. Sullivan was making 
a speech? — Yes. 

3198. I thought it was the Sunday before New 
Year’s Day ; come now? --It was the latter end of 
December. 

3199. When were you at Ballymahou with the 
6,000 men ; was not it before that; do you tliink 
that we do not know ; was not it that day ? — I 
speak of the da}’ we. passed our votes. 

3200. Were not you at Ballyinahon before that 
day ? — I was in it. 

3201. On your oath, were not you there with a 
mob of 6,000 or 7,000 men before tlie day Mr. 
Sullivan was speaking ? — On my oath I had my 
beasts and a cart of oats the day of that mob, and 
I went and Jicl my business, and I was with the 
mob part of the time. 

3202. Was not that before the day you heard 
Sullivan speaking at the school-house ? — I do not 
know that. 

3203. How many meetings were you at? — I 
was at the nomination here in Longford. 

3204. AYere you frightened by anyboby?— I 
was at that meeting. 

3205. Did anybody frighten you? — There was 
plenty of reason to be frightened. 

3206. Tell me anybody who frightened you 
with your ash stick; who frightened you ; did 



any priest intimidate you? — That was the cnlv 
intimidation I got 

3207. That the priest would not _getup to make 
an ass of himself with Sullivan ? — 1 did uot care 
whether he got up or not. 

3208. Mr. Justice Fitzffirald.1 When Father 
Fitzgerald spoke to you at the meeting, you o'ave 
him your name ? — I did, and t<.jld him where I 
lived, and stud I had never done anything that I 
was ashamed to tell my name. 

3209. Did he say anythii!^ to you when you 
gave him your name ?— No ; he walked along on 
the spot. Some walked away and others stopped 
to listen, and the curate was standing by. 

3210. When the parish priest was speaking to 
you, the curate was standing by ? — Yes ; and the 
curate said he liked it well. 

3211. What was the curate’s name? — He is a 
a nice little man ; I do not know his name. 

3212. On New Y’'ear’s Day, at Lanesborough, 
were you mentioned by name by Father 
McGiveney ? — Yes. 

3213. AVhere w.as he when be mentioned your 
name ? — On the altar. 

3214. Before or after service ? — After second 
mass. 

3215. He mentioned you by name ? — Yes. 

3216. And told the people that you were ex- 
communicated ? — Yes. 

3217. Did he, in any part of his statement, 
say for what you were excommunicated, or why ? 
— lu the beginning of it, I could understand th’at 
he liad a letter from Father Fitzgerald. 

3218. Did he say so? — Yes; in consequence 
of this meeting 1 was at in Cashel. 

3219- Tell us wliat he said about the letter ? 
— I cannot tell you very much. I was at the 
upper end of the chapel. 

3220. Did he allude to a letter from Father 
Fitzgerald ? — Y’es. 

3221. And after th.at did he proceeu to de- 
nounce you ? — He did ; he said I was excom- 
municated, and forbade anybody to buy or sell 
with me, or to speak to me. 

Re-examined by Mr. Monroe. 

3222. You were at one of the meetings at 
Bailymahon ? — Yes. 

3223- Do you recollect what the first meeting 
at Ballymahou was ? — No ; I was uot in the first 
meeting at all. 

3224. AVhat was the first meeting ; how long 
before New Year’s Day was it? — I could not 
tell you what length of time. I did not keep an 
account of what time it was. I only just state 
what I heard. 

3225. Did you see any violence made use 
of by the Martin mob at any of those meetings ? 
— Every meeting I was at there was violence used 
on both sides ; both sides were determined, only 
for the authorities, to murder each other. 

3226. AVere the Greville mob as bad as the 
Martin mob ? — Tliev were more in number. 

3227. The Greville people were? — Yes. 

3228. Mr. Seijeant Armstroiff-I Did the priest 
say that you had struck and threatened the priest, 
and shook your fist in his nose? — No; I never 
heard a word about that- 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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3229. "Were you in Longford last December, 
the clay lU'r. Greville’s ytarty had a meeting here ? 
— Yea, I w.aa. 

3230. Where do you live yourself; how far 
from Longford ? — About 3^ miles. 

3231. Do you recollect the day? — No, Ido 
not recollect the day. 

3232. How long before the election was it? — 
It was on a Saturday. I cannot tell how long it 
was before; it was the day they had the big 
meeting. 

3233. Was it the day the people came dmrn 
from the college ? — Yes ; there were 11 flags. 

3234:. That 18 the 10th; they had a meeting at 
the court-house ?— Yes. 

3235. You say there were a number of flags ? 
— Yes; I (hinlv II. 

3236. Did you see what was on tlie flags?— I 
did not. 

3237. Do you hnow a man of the name of 
John McKeou? — Yes. 

3238. Docs he live in Longford? — Yes. 

3239. Do you know his house ? — I know where 
be lives. 

324.0. Did you see people outside his house in 
Longford that day ? — Yes. 

3241. Did you see him give anything to that 
crowd? — Yes. 

3242. Whatw’nsit? — Money. 

3243. Do you know' a person of the name of 
Patrick Owens? — Yes. 

3244. Where does he live? — In the parish of 
Killiisher. 

3245. Is he a voter, do you know? — Yes. 

3246. Did you see McKeoii give him anything 
that day ? — I did. 

3247. What was it? — I heard him call for 32 
half-crowns. 

3248. You heard who call? — Pat Owen. 

3249. Who did he call to for the hall-crowns ? 
— John McKeon. 

3250. After be called to Mclveon, did you see 
McKeon give him anything?' — I saw him give 
him the money : I cannot say how much ; I was 
on the road, and I saw him tlirough the window. 
1 saw him give the money to several otliers. 

3251. Were there many people about there at 
the time ? — I should think 200 or 300. 

3252. Did you see where Owens went to, or 
the people about the door, when they got the 
money ? — They passed down the street. 

3253. Did you see where they both w'ent to? — 
I did not see him till I saw him at night at 
home. 

3254. Did you know McKeon before that?— 
Yes. 

3255. And Owens? — Yes. 

3256. Did you afterwards see McKeon during 
the election ? — I saw him every da}'. 

3257. What was he doing? — He was transact- 
ing business for Mr. Greville every day. 

32.58. MTiat did you see him doing on those 
days?— I saw him going through the streets. I 
could not tell what he was doing. 

3259. Did you see him in the hotel here ? — I 
did. 

3260. What did you see him doing in the 
hotel? — I saw him with a great number of 
people. 

3261. Were they voters; did you know any 



of them to be votei’s that you saw him with? 

There were voters along with him. 

3262. Did you know any of them to be voters 
that you saw liim with ? — No, I did not, except 
Owens. 

3263. Did you see liim afterwards with any 
crowd in the street at any time? — Yes. 

3264. When ? — Several clays. 

3265. Did you see him in the yard of the hotel ? 
— No. 

3266. Were you here the day of the nomina- 
tion ? — Yes. 

3267. Did you see McKeon that day? — Yes. 

3268. What did you see him doing that day? 
— I saw' him in and out, baclcwards and forwards, 
with the ]iarty. 

3269. Did you sec him talking to any of the 
clergymen ? — No. 

Cross-examined by lilr. McLnuf/hlnn. 

3270. Tell me what are }'OU? — A labourer. 

3271. Worthy of your hire? — Of course I 
earn it. 

3212. You know McKcon well? — Yes. 

3273. Night well? — I know him the same as 
I know' any other man in Longford. 

3274. How many liouses h.as McKeon in 
Longford ? — I do not know that he has e’er a 
house in it; lie lives with his brother here ; the 
house he wn.s giving the money out in was his 
own house I was told. 

3275. Who told you (hat? — Several. 

3276. Tell us the names of tliosc ? — I cannot. 

3277 . Tell me the names of any of them? — It 
is nhnvc Mrs. llyrnes’. 

3278. What is the name of the street? — The 
main street, going up to the market. 

3279. Is that Ballymahou-street? — No. 

3280. Do you know Dublin-street? — I do. • 

3281. Has lie a house there, do you know? — 
He may have 20 houses for all I know ; I do not 
know whether he has any house in it. 

3282. Are you well acquainted with tliis man 
Ow'ens ? — Yes. 

3283. Vci-y well acquainted with him? — Yes. 

3284. What did you do in Longford that day ? 
— 1 came in the same a.s any other man. 

3285. You were not looking for anything to 
do?— No. 

3286. There were 200 or 300 people about the 
door? — Yes 

3287. What sized window was it that you saw 
everything througli ? — It was a good size. 

3288. Opposite the door? — It was a big win- 
dow ; I was standing on the r’oacl. 

3289. How far were you from the window ? — 
I was standing the off side of the road ; I saw the 
man who went in first, and he stripped ; I saw the 
parties come in. 

3290. You were ou the other side of the road ? 
—Yes. 

3291. The whole breadth of the road was be- 
tween you and the window ? — I was standing on 
the off side of the street : I was not in the middle 
of the street altogether. 

3292. The whole breadth of the street was 
between you and the window? — Yes. 

3293. You say a number of people were inside? 
— Yes, between me and the house, all down to 
birs. Byrnes’. 

3249. And 
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329o. And you being at the very opposite aide 
of the street, and there being a great number of 
people there, you saw clearly into the house, and 
iieai'cl all this about the 32 half-crowns ? — I heard 
the 32 half-crowns mentioned, and 1 saw the man 
taking tlie money. 

Was not it 33? — 1 heard 4./. men- 
tioned. 

3290. Was it 4^., or 32 half-crowns? — It 
was 4 1. 

3297. Which was it ? — If it was 4 1., that is 32 
half-crowns. 

.3298. It w.as 32 half-crowns that vou heard ? 
—Yes. 

329.9. Did you go near the opposite side of the 
street ? — No. 

3300. And there were 2U0 or 300 men between 
you and the place? — Yes. 

330 1 . Wiiat is the width of the street ; is the 
window as big as the door?— No, nor half as big 
as the door. 

3302. Is the window three times as hig as that 
brief? — It is, I think. 

3303. You are not sure that it is? — I cannot 
say. 

3304. A very clean sort of window, like' all 
the Longford windows ? — Yes. 

330o. Tliere were a good many meu in the 
house ? — The}' were underneath : I could not tell 
how many ivere inside. 

3306. Was it up above, or clown below ? — Yes, 
up above- 

3307. This man was stripped? — Yes. 

3308. He had some clotlies on him f — He liad 
not Ids coat on, he was in his shirt sleeves. 

3309. It was at the window of the public- 
hou.se that this thiug was done ? — It was inside 
the window. 

3310. Do you profess to be able to sec round 
a corner? — No. 

331 1 . Are you as sure about this as everything 
else you swear to? — Yes. 

3312. You will not fix the day ? — I cannot tell 
the da}-, but it was tire day of their big meet- 
iug. 

3313. All you know is, that it was a Saturday? 
— I think it was. 

3314. The only thing you know is, that it was 
a Saturday ? — I think it was a Satin-day : I did 
not luejition any date, nor I do not know the 
date. 

3315. Upon your oath, did not you say, with- 
out any ciualification or doubt, that it was a 
Saturday ? — I think it was the day of the big 
meeting. 

3316. Was not the big meeting on Friday? — 

I have neither day nor date; the day of the 11 
flags ; that is the day, let it be what clay it will. 

3317. You are not sure about it, you see? — 

I am not sure of the date it was. 

3318. On your oath, was Owens there at all? 
-Yes. 

3319. Will you sweai" that Owens was iu that 
house that day ? — Yes. 

3320. Perfectly certain? — Yes. 

3321. Are you siu-e that McKeon was in that 
house that day ? — Yes. 

3322. Are you perfectly certain? — Yes. 

3323. And that is your evidence ? — Yes. 

3324. Who did you give your eHclence to 
first ? — I gave it to his Loi-dsliip. 

3325. How did Mr. Exham know how to ask 
you ? — I do not know. 

3326. You must ti'y ; you are on yotu- oath ? — 
178. 



Wliat I said at that time I did not know it would T. Caney. 
come to this. 

3327. Whom did you give your evidence to, 3® 
you know that; answer to the court; do you i*/®- 
understand what I mean, or do you not? — Of 

course I do. 

3328. And upon your oath, are you answering 
the (jncstion you understand me to^nit? — I am. 

3329. What attorney did you give your evi- 
dence to? — I gave it to no attorney. 

3330. What man, witliout a wig, did you give 
yonr evidence to? — I gave it to no attoj-ney. 

3331. Is that an answer to my last question ; 

1 ask you, to whom did you give it, to an attor- 
ney, a clergyman, a layman, or anybody ; who 
did you give it to ; do not fence longer ? —I gave 
it to I\Ir. O’Donovan. 

33.32. O’Douovan Rossa? — I think so. 

3333. Take care what you say; who is Mr. 
O’Donovan? — He is one of the men who were 
here for Mr. Martin. 

3334. Was that the man examined at the otlier 
court iiere at the assizes? — I do not know. 

3335. Where did you see him ? — I saw him in 
the town. 

3336. Where did you see him in the town? — 

The day before the election ; I saw him after 
that meeting. 

3337. It was tlie day before the election ; u-hen 
you saw him after the meeting, did you give your 
evidence to liim? — Yes. 

3.338. About souietliing that happened after- 
wards ?--It was about Owens, of course. 

3339. 1 suppose you saw no attorney within 
the last few days at all, or anybody of tfiat sort ? 

—No. 

3.340. And you were not buhpccnaed to come 
here? — I got a test. 

3341. Are you accustomed to appearing and 
giving evidence much ? — No, I nerer was here 
before. 

3342. You were never here before? — No. 

3343. Nor any otlier court? — I was but very 
seldom. 

3344. Were you ever examined as awitnessat 
all ? — No, never. 

3345. Whom did you give your evidence to 
within the last four or five days ? — I gave it to 
no one. 

3346. Did yon send your evidence within the 
last week to anyone? — No. 

3347. A fortnight? — No. 

3348. Three Aveeks? — No. 

3349. A mouth ? — No. 

3350. Two months? — No. 

3351. Three months? — I do not know how 
long it is since it Avas taken down. I cannot tell 
Avhat time it was. 

3352. You can form no idea how Mr. Exham 
knew what to ask yon ; was he inspired Avith the 
knoAvlcdge of Avhat to put to yon ? — No. 

Re-examined by Mr. Exham. 

3353. Did you see McKeon at Ballymahou ? 

— I was not at Ballymahou. 

3354. Do you know Clondra? — Yes. 

3355. Did you see him there ? — Yes. 

3356. Was it after you suav him giving the 
money to Owens ? — Yes. 

3357. What was he doing there ? — He offered 
money to aU that was in the town to take it. 

3358. McKeon did? — Yes, he was about in a 
car, himself and two more. 

K 3359. How 
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3359. How liiOg was it after the meeting iu the 
to’,vn with the flags? — It was before the meeting. 

3360. Mr. Me Laiiyhlan.'\ McKeoii, I think 
y->u said, offered money to all that would take it? 
—Yes. 

3361. How do you think Mr. Exhiuu thought 
of asking you that ? — I do not know. _ 

3362. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] Did I under- 
stand you to say that you could Rear what Owen 
said to SIcKeoii that day in Longford ? — I did 
not hear what he said to him, htit I heard him 
called and saw him get the money. 

336.3. I tliought you said you heard Pat 
Owens ? — I heard him call. 

3364. And ask for 32 half-crowns?— Yes, it 
was mentioned to him, and given to him. 



3365. Could you hear outside what was said? 
—Yes. 

3366. Was the window open ? — YTes. 

3367. And -^-oii heard it mentioned by some- 
body? — By McKeon. 

3368. How did be get the 32 half-crowns ? 

111 silver, 1 think, it was hi silver I .saw it. 

[The "Wiincss withdrew. 

Mr. E.vh(ivi stated that, on the iioll-ljook 
of the barony of Moydart, Patrick Owens, 
Clonkeai, voted for Mr. Greville-Niigent, 
and that he was No. 236 on the Register. 



Mrs. Elizabetii Lee, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



3369. Where do you live? — In Ballymahon- 
street. 

3370. In this town?— Yes. 

3371. Wliat husiuesa do you follow ?— I keep 
a house of entertaiument ; Denis Lee is dead ; he 
was niy husband. 

3372. How long is it since be died ? — Since 
the 17th of May last. 

3373. Then he was dead at the time of the 
election? — Yes. 

3374. Have you been paid any money for any 
account connected with the election? — Not a 
penny. 

3375. Have you any account connected with 
the election ; is there any money due to you ? — 
No. 

3376. No money due to you by anyone ? — No, 
I expected for to get some. 

3377. You expected to get some money? — 
Yes. 

3378. What money? 

Mr. Serjeant Armsh'ony objected to this 
evidence as not relevant to anything men- 
tiiined iu the Bill of Particulars. 



Mr. Butt stated tJiat Denis Lee’s name 
was mentioned in the Bill of Particulars in- 
stead of Elizabeth Lee, and tliat a mistake 
had been made in ]uitting the name in the 
list of those guilty of corrupt practices, in- 
stead of iu the list of those having treated. 
He asked leave to amend the Bill of Par- 
ticulars ill that respect. 

Mr. Justice Fitzijeraldl] I shall be very 
slow to amend the Bill of Particulars, except 
upon very sti-ong evidence, for many reasons; 
it may be doing injustice : among other 
things, I cannot forget the evidence of Mr. 
Hanley given upon this subject yesterday, 
and it struck me that there had not been 
sufticieut ini^uiry into the matters which 
were intended to be brought forward ; it was 
a general scramble. 

Mr. Butt stated that lie would withdraw 
the evidence for the present. 

[The Witness witlidrew. 



Thomas Doyle, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



3379. Where do you live?— In Longford. 

3380. In what sti-eet ? — Main-street. 

3381. What business do you follow? — A public- 
house and grocer. 

3382. Do you know IVIr. O’Earrell, the curate 
here ?-Yes. 

3383. Did you get auy directions from him?— 
For what ? 

3384. For anything about the time of the elec- 
tion? — No. 

3385. Did he speak to you about any person 
coining into your house ? — No. 

33£S. Did any person come into your house at 
the tiine of the election? — They did. 

3387. How long did they stay in your house 5 
I ineau lodging in your house ? — I had soldiers 
lodging ; I had no lodgers. 

3388. You had nobody but soldiera lodging? 
—No. 

3389. Did anybody eat and drink in your 
house on the day of the election ? — Yes. 

3390. Who were they ? — I can tell some of 
them ; I did not see them ; I was sick in my bed. 

3391. Did you ever ask any person to pay you 
for those persons ? — Y es. 



3392. Who was the person you asked to pay 
you ? — Father Reynolds ; he would not pay me 5 
he gave me no order. 

3393. 'VYhat did he say to you ? — He told me 

he gave me no order, and would pay me no 
money. , , 

3394. Did you ask anyone else?—! asked 

Father O’Farrell. , 

3395. What did he say to you? — He said he 
would pay me for whatever eating and drinking 
he gave an order for to be got in my house. 

3396. Had Father O’Farrell given you an 

order ? 

3397. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] Did you see 
any orders ? — No, I did not see any. 

3398. Mr. Butt.] Who manages your house 
for you ?— My wife ; and I was sick. 

3399. Were you sick at the time of the ele^ 

tion? — I was sick in the evening; I got up to 
bed then ; I had a headache. ^ , 

3400. Was that the only conversation you had 

witli Father O’FarreU about the people in your 
house ? — That is all. ,, 

3401. When you went to Father OFarreU, 
and he said he would nay you for whatever 

<mve 
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gave you au order for, what did you say to him ? 
— I said it was right enough. 

3402. Did you sho-\v him any order ? — Yes. 

3403. You showed F.'ither OTarrell an order 
—Yes. 

34(')4. Y'ou did not see the order? — Yes. 

3405. Where is that order? — I gave it to 
him. 

3401}. What ^vas that order for / — For Irread, 
butter, and tea, and some drink. 

3407. How much was that order? — One came 
to 18 s., and one came to between 1 1. aud 30 s. 

340H. Tliere were two orders ?• — One for eating 
and one for drinking. 

3409. Were they sepamte orders ? — Tiiey were 
separate orders. 

3410. Were those all the orders you bad from 
Mr. O'Farrell at the time of the election ? — Yes. 

3411. Can you tell me whether you had given 
any tiling on those orders? — My wife gave it; I 
did not see it given, nor I did not see the men 
taking it. 

3412. Did you see the men in your house in 
the evening ? — Not in the evening ; I did not see 
them talcing anything. 

3413. Dill you sec them in your house when 
you got up ? — No. 

3414. 1 suppose your wife can tell us every- 
tliiiig about it ? — Yes. 

3415. What is j-our wife’s uame ? — Ellen 
Doyle. 

3416. Did you leave those orders with Father 
O'FiuTell, or did you get them back? — No, I 
never got them back. 

3417. Were you ever paid since? — He paid 
me the amount of the orders. 

3418. Father O’Farrell paid you the amoimt 
of the orders he gave you? — Yes, he paid it to 
her ; he did not give it to me. 

3419. When was that? — About thi'ee weeks 
after the election, sometime there. 

3420. Was it to you or to your wife that he 
paid the money? — He gave me part of it, and he 
gave more to lierself. 

3421. Hoiv much were you paid altogether? — 
I got 1 I think, and she got 30 s. 

3422. The order was between 2 /. and 3 ?. ? — 
Yes. 



3423. Had you any other orders from any i'. Dn/f'c’. 

other person at the time of tiie election ? — That — ^ 

night when the poll was oi'er I got one sent to 30 March 
me, - 1370, 

3424. What did you do with that order? — I 
gave drink for it. 

.3425. Whose order was it ?— I was told it came 
from .John McKeon. 

3426. How much was that order ? — Ir was for 
a gallon of w-hisky. 

3427. What did you do with that order; was 

the driak drunk in your house or taken awav ? 

It was drunk in my house. 

3428. Has he paid it ? — No. 

3429. Did j-oii get any other orders ijcfi-re the 
election ? — No. 

3430. I mean from the time the canvass heean ? 

— That is all I got. 

3431. Wliat did you do with McKeon’s order? 

— i kept it. 

3432. Hare you it now ? — It is in the house. 

3433. If you went for it, could you bring it? 

— I su])pose I could. 

3434. ere you up aud attending to business 
when McKeon’s oilier came ? — I'es."" 

3435. Was that on the clay of ijolling ? — The 
jioll was over. 

3436. To whom did you give drink on 
McKeon’s order ? — A young man unmed 
McDonnell and his party. 

3437. Do you know James McDonnell? — 

Y'es. 

3438. Do you knoiv where he lives? — I do. 

3439. Where? — Ballvmacorraac. 

3440; He lives at Ballyniaeormac, a mile from 
this? — I'es. 

3441. A mile from here ? — Yes. 

3442 You did not get any orders before the 
election, verbal or otherwise ? — No. 

3443. Are you a voter? — Yes. 

3444. Did you vole ? — I did. 

3445. Mr. Justice Go for the 

order tliat you have at home aud bring it here ? 

— Yes, your Lordship. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 



Mich.-iel McGavn, sworn ; Examined by Mr. E.rham. 



3446. Where do you live? — Killashee; 

3447. lYhat business do you carry on ? — A 
grocer aud publican. 

3448. Did you get any orders for supplying 
anything at the last election, prior to the election, 
or on the election day ? —I do not know that I 
got an order. The young man in the house 
miglit havt=^ got an order; but I got none, I 
think. 

3449. Did you supply dnnk ? — It might have 
been supplied in the house. 

3450. Did you get any money for anything 
supplied in the house yourself? — I cannot recol- 
lect: there may }iave been money paid in the 
house ; but I do not think I have got any 
myself, 

3451. Do you know of any being paid? — I 
think so. 

3452. By w'hom ? — I tliink by Father Lee. 

3453. Mr. Justice Eiizfferald.'} Surely you 
must know what has been paid in your establish- 
meiU? — T have a young brother in the house, and 



a young man ; I think they have got the orders, M.ilc&aun 
and have been paid. 

3454. You know what money has been paid ; 
you had better- answer directly about it ? — I have 
not got the order ; the order was given, and I 
got the money. 

3455. Mr. That is what I asked you 5 

I did not ask you whether you had got it in yoia- 

pocket; how much was i>aid to Father Lee ? I 

cannot say ; perhaps it may have been over 1 !. 

3456. Now tell us bow much u-as paid ? — Over 
a pound, I think. 

3457. It might liave been 100 1. or 1,000 1. ? 

— I do not tliiuk it was 2 /. 

3458. Not two jwunds ? — I think not. 

3459. What was it for ? — F or the non-electors, 

I think. 

3460. Was it whisky ? — Y’es. 

3461. \ou think it was for the non-electors 5 
when was it given ?— I do not know exactly the 
day.. 1 can bring the book and show you. 

3462. How many orders did you see with 

K. 2 your 
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your own eyes ? — There were no orders at all ; 
they were only verbal orders ; no written orders. 

3463. When was the verbal order given? — I 
suppose on the moment that the people were in 
it. 

3464. Were you there yourself? — I was about 
the place. 

3405. Did you see Father Lee in j'our place 
of business? — Yes, he is iu every day. 

3466. What day was it that you say the peojjle 
were drinking there, for which he gave the order ? 
— I cannot say exactly the day. 

3467. Did he give it you more than ouce ? — I 
cannot say : he may have. 

3468. Have you au account in your boolcs 
against him ; did you see it witlr your own &yQS 
in the books ? — 1 have seen an entry. 

3469. For what? — Whisky. 

3470. Sup2)lied on his order? — The verbal 
order; I have received no written order at all. 

3471. "When was the verbal order given ? — The 
day, I do not exactly know ; I was not aware of 
hemg examined here at all. 

3472. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.1 Were you sub- 
pcenaed ? — No. 

3473. Mr. Exkam.'] When was this order 
given ? — I will bring in the book, and you can 
look at it ; I do not know the day. 

3474. Was Fatlier Lee there while they were 
drinking it ?— I cannot say that lie was. 

3475. Did you see the people drinking it 
afterwai'ds ? — Yes. 

3476. Wlio were they ; do you know any of 
tliem ? — I could uot mention the names. 

3477. Not a single man amongst them?— If I 
thought over tlie matter, I might. 

3478. Cannot you tliink of one of tliem now, 
and tell me who tliey were; what day was it; 
how long before tlie election ? — I could uot say. 

3479. Was it a mouth before? — I cannot say. 

3480. Was it a week before? — I cannot say. 

3481. What time of the day was it; doyoure- 
collect that ? — In the morning, after nine o’clock. 

3482. And you recollect Father Lee coming 
in ? — I think lie ivas in. 

3483. Did 3’ou hear liinigive the order to give 
these people drink? — No ; I told you before Idid 
not get the order 5 the order was entered in the 
book. 

3484. Did you see any people get money in 
your house, or on auy portion of your premises ? 
— 1 could not swear ; 1 was looking at the people 
getting money, but the money was given out at. 
we gate or iu the yard ; I could not swear to it; 
I was not present ; I never handled the money. 

3485. Did you see something being given out 
in the yard ? — The people were in the yard, and 
I tliink they got money ; the non-electors. 

3486. Who was giving them money in the yard ? 
— I cannot swear who gave the money. 

3487. Was tlie money got in your shop? — No. 

3488. Where else v.'asitgot? — I cannot swear. 

3489. Who had it 1 — I gave them change for 
notes. 

3490. How many notes did you change ? — I 
cannot say how many notes. 

3491. Come now, you can tliLiik of it ? — I do 
uot know now; I think, over 10. 

3492. Was it over 20? — No. 

3493. Was it 15? — I do not think it was; I 
only gave the change. 

3494. Was it a 10 i.-note, or a small note, you 
changed; who did you change it for? — Father 
Lee 



3495. ‘^Yhat time in the morning did you chann'e 

it for him? — Ten or eleven o’clock. ° 

3496. What luorning was It? — I do not know 
the morning ; if I knew I ivould tell. 

3497. Do you recollect the day of the nomina- 
tion ? — Yes. 

3498. Were you at that nomination ? — I Avas. 

3499. Was it before the nomination that you 
cliauged the notes for Father Lee? — Yes, it was 
on the morning of the nominattou. 

3500. Did you come in with Father Lee on 
the clay of the iu>mination ? — No, I think not. 

3501. "What sort of coiu did you give him tlie 
change iu ? — Half-crowns. 

3502. Was it shillings or half-crowns ? — I 
could not sa^'. 

3503. What did he do with it, when he got the 
change ? — Took it away with him. 

3504. Wiiereto; did he jnit it in a bag? — I 
do not knoAv. 

3505. Did you see him go into the yard?— Out 
of the door. 

3506. Ill the sti'eet ? — Yes. 

3507. Did you see where he went after that ? 
—No. 

3508. Did you see him in the yai'd of your 
establishment ? — I think he was in the yai'd. 

3509. Did you see him tiiere? — At that time, 
I think, lie was there, but I cannot be positive 
about it now ; I did uot interfere in the matter 
at all. 

3510. Except in giving tlie change ? — Yes. 

3511. Did he say what he wanted the change 
for? — I knew udiat he wanted the cliaiige for ; 
the iion-eleotors. 

3512. Hetoldyou tliat? — No, I do not think 
he did. 

3513. Where were the non-electors? — Outside. 

3514. In your yard ? — Yes. 

3515. Diet you see him go into tlie yaid when 
he got the money ? — 1 think he did go in. 

3516. How many peojile were waiting outside? 
— I could not say. 

3517. About how many ? — Over 100. 

3518. Did you know them? — I knew the great 
part of them ; they ivere all from the paiisli. 

3519. Parishioners? — Yes. 

3520. Respectable people, I daresay? — Ido 
not know ; I know their characters. 

3521. They arc respectible people? — Yes, 
they are. 

3522. Some of them were landholders; people 
who hold a bit of land ? — I think so. 

3523. Would you give me the names of the 
land holders in your oavu parish. 

3524. Mr. Serieant Arm.itronff.'] You are not 
to state matters that you think, but do not kuow. 

3525. Mr. Exham.^ T ask ivhetliev you knew 
any of the landholders that niorniag ? — I Icuew 
all the people that were there. 

3526. Did not you tell me that you knew some 
of the people that you saw there iv ere parishioners 
who held land in the parish ? — I believe they all 
held land. 

3527. As you knew them all, give me the name 
of the largest land holder you saw there ? — I do 
not recollect ; if you ask me the names of any 
people, 1 11-111 tell you. 

3528. Do not you know one man? — Sure, I 
know them all. 

3529. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.1 Were there 
any voters amongst them? — I think there were, 
but I cannot recollect ; I think there were four 
or five voters. 

3530, Mr. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TRIAL OF THE LOXGFORD COCXTV ELECTION PETITION’. 



3530. Mr. Exham.'] "Was there any drink 
given that morning ? — I think not. 

3531. Now recollect again? — I do not think 
so ; I thinlc the neople got the money and went 
away to Longford to the nomination. * 

3532. Do you know a person of the name of 
Mat Conway ? — I do. 

3533. "W'as he there : now think ? — I could 
not swear that he was. 

.3534. lYere not you speaking to him that 



morning ? — I do not know tliat I was ; I am not 
clear. 

3535. Do yon know Pat Conway well ? — 
Yes. 

3536. And well ? — Yes. 

3537. Was he there that morning? — I am not 
clear that he was ; I took no cognisance of it 
more then the ordinary business of the day. 

[The Witness witlidrew. 



Alfred McMaiion, swom; 

3538. You are a Voter ? — Yes. 

3539. And you voted for Mr. Greville Nugent 
at the last election ? — Yes. 

3540. Do you know’ the Eev. Mr. Reynolds, 
of St. Mel’s ? — Yes. 

3541. Did you get any money from him before 
the election ? — Never. 

3542. Do you know Mr. Reynolds's fatlier, of 
Ballynalee ? — Yes. 

3543. Do you recollect bringing in a letter 
from Mr. Reynolds's father to Mr. Reynolds 
himself ?— Never siuce I was born. 

3544. Did you ever get any order from Mr. 
Reynolds, or Mr. Eeyuouls’s father ? — Never. 

3545. Did you receive any money from any 
person before the election?— Vot a farthing. 

3546. Did you receive any sum of 3 1. ? — No, 
nor a penny. I came into tlie election on the 



Examined by Mr. Monroe. 

election morniug, ami I never got a ha'portb one 
side or the other, except what it cost me out of 
my own pocket, and 1 went home on ilonday 
evening. I paid tlie expenses to get myself out 
of the town. 

3547. Did anybody give you it ? — No. 

3548. You never got any money from any per- 
son in reference to the election ? — No. I had two 
two-shilling pieces, and an odd Is. 6d. as well. 

Cross-examined by ilr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

3549. Do j'ou know that they say you were 
bribed ? — I did hear it said by some ba^ person. 

3550. Some bad character said it ? — Yes. 

3551. Did you ever get any fai-thing, or a 
promise ? — I defy any pnest, or any person, to 
say I did get anytliing. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Patrice Armstrong, sworn; Examined by Mr. Bull. 



3552. "VYhere do you live ? — In Tubber. 

3553. Did you vote at the election ? — Yes. 

3554. For ^Ir. Greville Nugent? — Yes. 

3555. Did you ever get any money ? — 

3556. hL-. j ustice Filzgerald.] What is your 
name ? — Patrick Armstrong. 

3557. Is there any other Armstrong of Tub- 
ber ? — No. 

3558. Mr. Butt.'] Did you get anv money 
from anybody during the election ? — The Eev. 
Mr. Golligan, curate of Granai-d. 

3559. Where did you get it? — In Bunlagey 
town. 

3560. How much did you get ? — Eighteen 
shillings or 18 s. 6 d. ; I cannot say ivliich. 

3561. When did you get that ? — I caunot 
remember what day previous to tlie election. 

3562. How long before ? — We will say a iveek. 
I cannot exactly say the time. 

3563. When he gave you that money, what did 
he say then ; did he say anything to you ? — He 
gave it for the purpose of giving the youngsters 
some drink. 

3564. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] What young- 
sters ? — Boys, and gossoons as well. 

3565. Wiiat did he say to you when he gave it 
to you ; did he name youngsters ? — He named no 
person. 

3566. "What did he say to you ? — I asked him 
for it. 

3567. What did you say to hiin ? — I said, “ To 
give the youngsters some drink.” 

3568. Did you tell him what youngsters they 
were, or who they were ? — I did not. 

3569. Do I understand you to say that you 
said nothing more than “ I want money to give 
youngsters some drink ” ? — That is all. 

178. 



3570. And nothing more ? — No. 

3571. Did you say, “ Your Reverence, I want 
some money to give tlie youngstera a drink ” ? — 
Yes. 

3572. Hai’iug said that, what did he say to 
you ? — He gave it me. 

3573. Where did he get it from? — From his 
pocket. 

3574. Did he say anything more ? — He said it 
was his own money that lie was giving me. 

35/5, What did yon do witli that money? — I 
went and gave it to the public-house for the pur- 
pose I got it for. 

3576. MHiat public-house ? — Mr. Sullivan's. 

3577. When did you spend this 18s. there? 
— The same evening I got it. 

3578. Hoiv many youngsters did you treat ? — 
As many as came in. I did not reckon them. 

3579. Were they all youngsters? — Some of 
them was old, and more young, and women and 
children and all that came in ; I stood the lot 

3580. Did you treat every person that came 
in ? — It would not pay the half of them. 

3581. Then more came for drink than what you 
had money for? — Yes. 

3582. You said that some of the boys were old 
boys ? — Yes, they were ; and old men. 

3583. Then they were not all youngsters ?— I 
got it for the purpose of the youngsters, and the 
old people came in, and I could not keep them 
back. 

3584. "When you were drinking there, the old 
people that came in and wanted any of your 
treating ; what did tliey have ? — ^They went out, 
and got none. 

3585. Was there no good Christian to help 

K 3 them ? 



AI, McGauiu 

30 March 
1870. 



Alfred 

AlcAIahoii. 



Patrick 

Armstrong. 
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them ? — No j)ei'son looked at them, ami when they 
got lume, tlie>’ went oat. 

3580. How did you lualce a dUtliiction ? — 
Those who came in first got some, and llmso who 
came in last got imne. 

3587. Did you driuk any toast ? — No tojust. 

3588. And you took a droj) yourscU'i'-— I took 
a little taste, hut not much, because much did not 
come to luy turn. 

3589. ’V^ho where these people that were in 
there? — I do not know; I could not name 
tliem all. 

3590. Ay ere they neighbours? — In the vieigh- 
htmrhood. 

3591. How did they come there ; did you ring 
a bell ? — AVlieu they saw me, they followed 
me. 

3o9:i. Do you treat anybody, except at elec- 
tion time ? — No. 

3593. Did anybody treat yuu, excc]it the one 
you gave yourself that nig'Iit? — Not one, until 
the day of tlie election; I got a treat that day. 

3594. AVho gave it you? — A voter. We all 
got a trout that day, five, six, or seven of us. 

3595. Where did you get it? — In Granard. 

359fi. Yon voted in Granard ? — Yes. 

3597. AVhere? — In tlic market-house. 

.3598. What treat did you get there ? — A 
quart of whisky for seven or eight. 

3599. Were you with one hatch of seven or 
eight ? — Y es, I was one of the number. 

36('(). Were there more sevens or eiglits than 
yoiii-s ? — Not in my company ; I saw no more. 

3601. AY ere there seven or eight people with 
you, and you got a quart amongst you? — Yea. 

3602. Who gave yon tliat ? — It was those 
along with me. 

36(Jo. AVhat are tlieir names ? — James Atkins 
was along with him, and a few neighbours 
more. 

3604. AA'ho paid for it ? — AA'’e paid for it. 

3605. Did juni jmv for it yourselves? — Yes. 

3606. I do not call that a treat; did you pay 
for it in Granard yourself ? — AVe ])aid for it when 
we got it. 

3607. Out of your own money ? — AVe got the 
money to i>ay for it, and we paid for it after- 
wards. 

3608 Then it was a treat ; I call that a treat ? 
— I say so. 

3609. What money did you get to pay for it ? 
— Six or seven of us got 2 /. amongst us, and we 
paid lor it out of that ; and we liad the re- 
mainder. 

3610. 1 think you told me that it was a voter 

who got the 2 /. for your seven or eight ? Yes, 

it was. 

3611. And w’ere all the seven or eight voter’s? 
— Yes. 

3612. Yon came in to vote at the election ? — 
Yes. 

3613. What is the price of a quart of whisky? 
— They charged us 4 s. 8 d. 

3614. For a quart?— Yes. 

3615. AA’ho gave you that 2 1 . ; where was the 
geiici-ous man who gave you tl5at2/.? — One of 
the voters had it. 

3616. AVhere did he get it? — I do not know 
■where he got it ; I think he got it from one of 
the clergy, 

3617. AVhiclr of the voters got the money? — 
Lawrence O’Brien. 

3618. AVhere does he live? — At Castle 
ilarhey. 



3610. Du you kui>w from widcii of the demy 
he got it? — From the llev. Mr. GilUgan. 

.3620. That was the same geiiticuKur who cave 
tliclSi-. ? — Yes. ° 

3621. Did you .see Mr. Gtlligaii at all on tire 
day of tiie polling? — Yes. 

3622. Where did you see him? — In Granard- 
I saw him in the enuntrv. 

3623. 1 suppose you saw liim In the country 
before you saw him iu Granard? — Yes; the 
morning of tlie pulling 1 did. 

3624. Pcrha].s you went iu the hoot!:? — 

3625. Perliaiw he came to a.sk you to ■'•o iid 

Yes. 



3626. AVhat dhi lie say when he asked you to 
go in ? — He a.skod me lu gi> and vote for Mr. 
Greville. 

3627. Did you go?— -A'e.s. 

3628. Did anybody go up with you and liiiu 
nto Grauard ? — Yes. 

3629. How many? — A good many. 

3630. AVa.s there lUO? — Yes. 

3631. Tlie voters of that parish went to vote 
with liim.^ — Nut the jairish, the townlauds. 

3632. Did he tell you that you would get any 
refrc.shment wlien they wont into Granard?—'! 
do not rememher tiiat'he promised us any till we 
■went in. 



3633. AA'Iien you went in, did he say anything 
to you .about refreshment? — lie did not. 

3634. AA^as Liiwreuee O'Brien with you from 
the townlands? — Hu was before we were in Gra- 
nard. 



3635. AA'Iiat did lAir. Gilligan do with you 
when lie got you into (n-anard; where dk! he 
take you to? — Into tlic iK>otli. 

3636. Was it under his guidance .and care that 
yon went into tlic booth? — No ; I went iu my .self. 

3637. AVas he with you ? — No. 

3638. Did he say anything to you about tire 
time you siumld vote? — No. 

36.39. You went hr and voted? — Yes. 

3640. AA’’as it liefore or after you voted that 
you got the money? — After that. 

3641. Where did you go to immediately after 
you \'oted ? — I stopped iu the booth on the mar- 
ket-house, wlicre tlic poll wivs carried on. 

3642. Did yoii s.ay that you saw Lawrence 
O’Brien get tlie 2 1. ? — Ho was with me. 

3643. Did you see him get tlic 2 1. ? — I did. 

3644. AVhere did he get the 2 1. ? — In the 
market-house. 

3645. AVere you waiting for it then, or was 
ho rvaiting ? — He was not waiting, more than 
rvalhing up arrd down. 

3646. And then Mr. Gilligan came up and 
gave him the 2 1. ? — Yes; gave it off. 

3647. Did you see Mr. Gilligarr give money 
to anybody else? — I did not. 

3648. How did yorr come iu from your house 
that day ? — I walked it. 

3649. Have you a horse? — I had not it with 
me. 



3650. Was your horse in town? — No. 

3651. You got rro money for conveying and 
bringing iu anybody ?— No. 

3652. AA’irat was done with the remairrder of 
the 2/.? — Divided amongst us. 

3653. Did you get airy share? — I did. 

3654. How much did you get? — Five shillings 
was my part. 

3655. You did not get more than your share ? 
— No ; we had a couple of halfpence more. 

3656. Did 
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3656. Dkl eveiyone uf that ^wirty get the 
same as you did? — Yes. 

3657. lou distributed it amongst yourselves 
fairly ? — Yes. 

3653. Aiul prob.ably Lawrence O'Brien 
llie odd lialfpence .'—I think the odd haltpence 
the houseni.aid got. 

C'ross-e.\amiiied by Mr. McLuuyhUin. 

3r59. You voted in Grauard? — Yes. 

36do. About what time of tlie day did you 
vote? — About 10 or 11 o'clock. 

3661. Early in the day?— I cannot tell the 
liour, but sometime in tlie day. 

3662. "Were you bribed? — I do not consider 
tlint I was. 

3663. Did tlie money you got in any way 
control your vote? — It did not: I did not ex- 
pect it. 

3664. You would have voted in the way you 
voted in any case, witliout the money ? — Yes ; it 
was not money I voted for. 

3665. Did you ex2ject any money for voting? 
— No. 

3666. And whatever mone)' was given, was 
given after you voted? — It was. 

3667. Do you know .a gentleman of the name 
of young Father ilcGaver? — Yes. 

3668. You have known him for sonje time? — 
iiliddling well. 

.3669. Do you know j\lr. Gilligan? — Yes. 

.3670. Are you t^uite sure that it was Sir. 
G’..l;gan mive you the money ? — It was not. 

3671. Or gave Lawi-ence O'Brien the money; 
are you quite sure of that? — Yes. 

3672. Was Gr.anard very quiet that day? — 
It was not. 

.3673. Was there a large crowd in it? — There 
was. 

3674. "Was it quite easy for you to get .away 
home that day, after you voted?— It was quite 
easy ; I walked away, and no man inten'upted 
me. 

3675. What time did you go home? — Three 
or four oVlock in the evening. 

3676. as it before or after the fight on the 
Longford-road ? — It was after that. 



367 7. And tiiey had cleared away? — Yes: I Patrick 
went wlieu there was j)e.ace. Armstrong. 

3678. There was peace after that ? — Yes. 

3679. The military fired in the meantime ? — 3® ‘March 

Yes. 1870. 

3680. You heard of it ? — Yes. 

3681. Dkl you hear <my report of fire-arms ? 

— No. 

3682. Then there was peace ? — I did not see 
war or j^eace that day. I kept inside : it w.as the 
safest place. 

3683. Wjmt do mean by saying it was the 
satest place ? — I would ntjt be struck. 

3684. If you had gone out in m.aiu street, 
would you have considered yourself safe ? —I do 
not know; I migiit, and I migiit not, it was just 
the clmnce. 

3685. That is the stones might have caught 
you, and they might not ?— Yes. 

3686. Did you see any sticks on that day? — 

Plenty. 

3687. Were the Martinites very strong as far 
as you could see ? — They were very strong. 

3688^ Did they all seem to be Longford 
jicople? — I could not say where they were 
from. 

3689. Dkl you know' many uf them ? — I did 
not. 

3690. Did it ajqieav to be a strange crowd? — 

I did not go amongst them. 

3691. If you had gone amongst them you 
might have known them ? — I jnighthave known 
some of them. 

3692. Upon your oath, were not they all 
strangers, as a rule ? — Sure, how could I know 
them, when I was not amongst them. 

3693. You have been living in that place all 
your life; close to Granavd ? — Yes, convenient 
to it 

3694. Were you there many days before the 
polling ? — Yes. 

3695. Was it very quiet? — Sometimes there 
was a little excitement there, and sometimes there 
was not. 

3696. When you got through, all got quiet? — 

Yes, they did so. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Thomas Doyle, recalled: Examined by Mr. Exham. 



3697. HAT have you got there ? — An order 
{handin() the same to the learned Counsel). 

3698. 'Wlien was this brought ?— The night of 
the election. 

3699. And you honoured it ? — Yes. 

3700. “ Mr. Thomas Doyle, rive Mr. McDon- 
nell one gallon of wliisky. 3. M. McKeon.” 
What -McKeon is that ? — John McKeon of Long- 
ford. 

3 (01. Is that the man there to <2 perstfB 

in court) t — Yes that is the man I understood it 
was from. 

3702. Did you know McKeon to be active at 
the election ? — I think he was. 

3703. Did you see him ? — I saw him through 
the streets. 

3704. Doing w’hat ? — Up and down with 
people. 

3705. Doing what ? — I did not see him doing 
anything. 



3706. Only walkimr up and down with them? 
—Yes. 

3707. Was it a large crowd he was walking up 
and down with ? — Yes. 

3708. MTiat were they doing? — I did not see 
anything. 

3709., Were you in it? — No. 

3710. Did you go for a payment? — Yes. 

3711. To whom? — To John McKeon. 

3712. When did you go for payment? — Two 
or three weeks after the election. 

3713. Who is James McDonnell? — A young 
man. 

3714. A young man of the town ? — No. 

3715. Where ?— He lives in the country. 

3716. Is he a farmer ? — No, a young man. 

3717. How many people did he bring in witli 
him ? — I could not tell. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



T. Doyle. 
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LawuenC'E 0’]5rieNj sworn ; Exanihiccl by Mr. Monroe. 



L. O'Brien- 

30 March 
1870. 



.■>718. You are ft Voter ? — Yes- 

3719. Aii(] yon voted for Mr. Grevill Nugent? 
-Yes. 

37i!0. I siijijHise you voted nt Granard? — les. 

3721. Wlio went iutn the town with you tlie 
morning you voted ? — 1 was in witii the Columb- 
Idll party. 

3722. Was there anyclei'gy wifliyt)u and your 
j)arty ?— The Granard clergy : 

3723. Yes? — No. 

372L Did any of the clergy go in with you 
tlrat morning ?— I met with tlie clergy in Coliimb- 
kill ; I met them at the cross roads. 

3725. "WHiat is the name of the cross roads ?— 
The Blind Piper cross roads. 

3726. About Iioav many people met at the 
Blind Pier cross roads to go into Grauai'd? — I 
could not say. 

3727. About how many, 500 or 600? — I could 
not say how many. 

3728. What cler-gy did you see at tlie cross 
roads that morning ? — I saw no clergy ; I only 
saw Father O’Reuely of Eatheliue and Father 
Fitzgeialcl. 

3729. That is Father Fitzgerald of Columbkill? 
— Y’es. 



3730. Father Ratagan was not with your 
party? — He ivas not with me. 

3731. Did those three clergy. Father Ratagan, 
Father Fitzgerald and Fatlier Reilly aceouipiuiy 
a party into Granard ? — They were a bit of the 
way before them. 

3732. With whom did you go up to vote ; wa.s 
any person ivith you when you went in to vote ? 

Tlicrc was a party of my owm townsmen who 

were in with me, and some out of tlie town were 
in witli me. 

.3733. Had you been told previously where you 
were to meet the clergy tliat morning going into 
Gviiuard? — I was not told because it did uot join 
our pariali, but I met tliem as I wvut to the cross 
roads. 

3734. Did you see Father Ratagan, Father 
O’Reilly and Father Fitzgerald at the time you 
went in to vote ? — No they wore uot my parisli 
priests : I did not ax to see them. 

3735. Who was your parish priest? — Father 
McGaver. 

3736. Was he by when you ivcvc voting? — 
No one was by. 

3737. After you came out did you go to any 
person about money ? — No. 

3738. Did you get any money ? — Yes. 

3739. How soon after you voted was it tliat 
you saw any pei'son about money ? — Not until 
tlie evening, late. 

3740. About what hour of the day ? — I think 
it was up to five o’clock or after that. 

3741. Whom did you go to about money? — I 
met our curate, and I asked him, was there any- 
thing that a person might get a snack who 
remained in at such an early hour ? 

3742. Who is your curate ? — Father Pat 
McGaver and he said when the poll was over he 
would give us the price of a snack. 

3743. You went and spoke about the price of 
a suack before you voted? — No, I never spoke 
to him before I voted. 

3744. Was the poll over at five o’clock? — I 
voted the moment when I went in. 



3745. When ivas it Father McGaver said he 
would give you somctliing when the poll was 
over? — I met liim at five u’ldock. 

3746. Tlie poll was over then? — Yes; he said 
about five o’clock. 

3747. It w.a.'< some time before the poll had 
closed that he said that to you ? — The poll was 
nearly at a chtso. at the time; the poll ivas nearly 
all done ; 1 saw the books under tlicir lUTiis soine 
out. 

3748. How much did he give you? — There 
were two townluiuls in it. 

3749. How much did he give you? — He gave 
us 2 1. between the whole two tmvnlands. 

3750. Did you divide it amongst the whole 
two townlands? — I did, or somebody else did. 

3751. Who did you give it to to divide? — To 
James Avbrius. 

3752. Do you know amongst whom you divided 
the 2 /. ? — Yes ; the tenants of the two towns. 

3753. How much did you get ? — A part of 
the 2 /. 

3754. How much was that? — Something be- 
yond 5 s. came to my part ; it was between seven 
of us. 

3755. Seven of you got 5s. a-picco? — Yes; I 
suppose that w.is the way it wa.s. 

3756. Besides getting the 5 s. did you get any 
drink? — All was included by the 2 the drink 
and all. 

3757. Did you .sec Father McGaver dving 
money to any other person that day? — No, not 
in my presence ; 1 did not sec him, in my presence, 
gi\-e money to any persons. 

3758. Dill you sec Father Gilligau give money 
to any persons? — No, I did not sec Father Gil-- 
ligan give, mouey to anybody. 

3759. There were a great many other people 
came from a distance as well as you who got the 
5s. a-picce? — Yes; but 1 did" not know who 
tlicy were. 

3760. Did yim sec any of tliose in the public- 
houses getting drink in Granard ? — No._ 

3761. Did you see any persons getting drink 

during the day? — They could not get drmk, tor 

we would be killed ; we could not put our heads 
out of the marlcct-liouse till 10 o’clock at night ; 
the stones were falling against the windows. 

3762. What time did you get home? — It was 
10 o’clock when I got home. 

3763. You did not go home with the last wit- 
ness ? — No ; I was the man who had a bad leg- 
and I was not let to go. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Seijennt ArmstroiKj. 

3764. You went in about 10 or 11 ? — I went 
in over-night, and I made my way to tlie place 
at 10 o’clock. 

3765. You had some of your townsmen with 
you ? — Yes. 

3766. Did you get a touch after you had 
voted ; did you get a blow ? — No : but tlie stones 
were coming as thick as ever you see bees over 
your head. 

3767. Where was this? — Going into the town 
with the Martin party. 

3768. After you voted, where did you go to ?— 
After I voted I was in the mai’ket^house, and 
stopped there as long as I could, until the town 
got cpiiet, up to 10 o’clock. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TUl.VL OK THE EONOKOKD CoLNIV" KLECTIOX rElirioN. 



81 



3769. lo that what they call the court-house-' 
—Yes. 

37^0. AYere you iu there for safety? — Ves. 

3771. Did you see others in for safety?— Ves. 

3772. AVere the windows smashed when you 
were there ?—-Y'es ; the paues came across the 
mai'ket-liouse to our feet by stones. 

3773. AA’ere there any mobs iu the street ? — 
Yes; enongh' to hill all the freeholders of our 
county. 

3774. Up to what time were you a prisoucr 
up in the court house ? — Uirtil ihere was not a 
man there, and I was ready to go out. 

3775. AA’^hat time did you make your escape? 
— Ten o’clock ; between nine and ten. 

3776. Had yon got anything to cat during the 
day till you spoke to Father JIcGaver about a 
siuick ?— Yes ; we got bread and cheese and i)or- 
ter ; that is a had cold lunch for a man fasting 
all day. 

3777. Y'ou asked, could a snack be got from 
the hotel?— No; he said he was too busy; he 
could not give us anything to eat; he had better 
customers than what we were. 

3778. Did you hear the military firing? — No ; 
the stones were as bad as any military. 

3779. Did j'ou call out into the street to see 
what was going on ? — Yes; we put the shutters 
against tire window. 

3780. The whole day you got nothing but 
between 5 s. and 6 s. to get some refreshment if 
you chose ? — Y’es ; if we could get out we would 
give a ]) 0 und for a snack. 

.3781. You were not let out? — No; the stones 
rvere so thick against the windows. 

3782. How (lid you get home at last ; had you 
any friends to guard or assist you ? — A car took 
us .away ; it drove os quick as it could. 

3783. Had you any young men with von, that 
were not electors, in the morning ? — AVe had ; 
but they could not get in as far as the session- 
house, or near, for the stones. 

3784. Those were the young people of your 
neighbourhood guarding you in? — Yes; after I 
polled I thought I would get out for a drink, and 
one of the Martin party came after me ; he rvas 
a neighbour of my own ; and he gave me a box. 

3785. He was a man of great freedom of elec- 
tion? — Ho came to me, and gave me a box. 

3786. AA'hat did he give j-ou that for? — I do 
not know whether it was that I voted against 
him. 



3787. He wished you to consider your priu- X. O'Brien. 

ciples? — Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. Monroe. 

3788. AA’’liere did you get the bread auci p(«r- 
ter 1 — In the market-house. 

3789. How man}' were getting bread and por- 
ter ? — I could not exactly say. 

3790. Three hundred or 400 ? — No. 

3791. One hundred? — Some of the coustabu- 
Invy was in it along with us ; I could not tell how 
many men were in it. 

3792. AYeve all your towuland people thex-e ? — 

No; only three from our townland.s. 

3793. Where did the bi-ead and porter come 
from ? — Sure I could not tell where it canxe 
from. 

3794. AYho brought it in ? — A man out of the 
town brought it in. 

3795. AYhat is his name ?•— He wa* a servant 
boy who brought it up. 

3796. AAHiose servant boy is lie? — Phillips’s. 

3797. Who is Phillips ?— A baker in Granavd. 

3798. Ilis servant boy brought it up? — Yes. 

3799. I siuxpose you did not pay for it? — IS’o ; 
why should I pay for it. 

3800. Did the rest of your townhaud go home 
without you ? — Only three ; we were the only 
ones that stayed behind. 

3801. Yon made yourselves comfortable? — As 
well as we could. 

3802. iMr. Justice Filzrierald.l AA’ere you in 
the court-house until after you voted? — I was 
there the whole day. 

3803. Did you vote befi>re you went to the 
courthouse? — I could not vote till I got into the 
courthouse. 

3804. AVas it in the courthouse that you voted? 

— Yea, 

.3805. That was where youx- booth was? — Yes. 

3806. Then you went upstaii-s? — I went out 
aftei’ voting. 

3807. And tlien you got tlie blow? — Yes. 

3808. And you took refuge m the court-house, 
and stayed there all day ? — Yes. 

3809. Were you promised any money for your 
vote? — I never tixed any one any money for my 
vote. 

3810. Did you expect tu he paid for your voce ? 

— No. 

3811. AA'ere you bribed iu any way? — How 
could I be bribed, when I would not take a bribe. 

[Tlie AA’itness witlidi-ew. 



Thomas Lynch, n-as called in ; and, having been sworn, was Exinninetl by Mr. But/, as follows : 



3812. I BELIEVE vou have been iu the police 
force ? — Yes, I am still. 

3813. Not on duty now? — No. 

3814. Ts it from something the matter with 
your eye? — 1 am siibptcned. 

3815. Where are you stationed now? — In 
Granard. 

3816. AA'ere you stationed there in January 
last? — Yes. 

3817. Do you recollect the day before the poll? 

3818. Do yoxi know a man of the name of 
Patrick B.eilly, Paddy Oddy, I think he is called? 
— I do, well. 

3819. Did you see Reilly in the street of 
Granard the dav before the poll ? — I did. 
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3820. Do you know a man of the name of T. Lynch. 

Michael Keoghati ?— I do. — 

3821. Did you see Michael Keogliaii speaking 
to Patrick Reilly, or hear him? — 1 did. 

3822. AA'here was that ? — On the street. 

3823. How did you come to be present? AA'as 
Reilly with you, or Keoghaii, or liow did they 
meet? — A couple of days before, I was buying 
fodder at the place from Reilly. ' 

3824. Wei'e Reilly and you together in the 
street? — AA‘e were. 

SS25. AA’as that on any business connected with 
the constabulary? — Yes. 

3826. Then, while you were speaking to Reilly, 
did vou see Keoghan? — He came up. 

L’ 3827. TeU 
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3827. Tell me wliat Keoghan said to Reilly ? — 

VI r. Justice l'itz(/rti/d ^>iv} no tbimdation 
liad been laid for this. 

iVIr. Bnt( said Reilly was a >’oter, and he 
was going fn jn'ovo a case ot' bribeiy direct. 

Mr, Justice Fitzyeral/J said tlie evidence 
would be Ilf no value unless ageiiey was 
pi-oved. 

3828. Ml'. Justice Fitz^amid.'] Where does 
Pat Reilly live? — In Granard. 

3829. Wlial is lie? — I think he is a I'ariner. 

3830. Where does Michael Keogiiun live: 
what is his dc. ■••iption? — He is a native of 
Granard ; I think lie holds land. 

3831. .Mr. Butt.'] Tell me everythin^' that 
passed between Michat l Keoghan and Reilly, in 
yoti presence ? — He asked Reilly ; he says, ‘‘ Pat, 
who will you vote for?” And Reilly said, I 
will vote for Honest John.” These are the words 
that pii.s.sed, uiy Lord. Keoghan s.ays, “ Vote for 
your clergy and Jlr. Grevillc, aud'yoit won’t be 
overlooked." •* To hell with th.at overlooking,” 
says Reilly, I don't see it forthcoming.” He 
then caught hold of Rcidy to jnill him from me, 
and Reilly j idled me with him, and would not 
let me go, and Reilly wanted to bring us into his 
own house; this was outside hi.s own dour; and 
Keoglisiu said he ivoiild not go into liis house, 
lest the stepdaughter and avife should sec any- 
thing and talk about it after.” “ This is a par- 
ticular friend of mine,” says Reilly, “ and any- 
thing that passes hi hi.s presence i.s all right.” 
“ It is," says I. So Keoghan then took out a 
purse, and he gave him paper money, and I says, 
“ It was a 5 /.-note. 

3832. Anything more? — He reached out tlie 
5 /.-note, and Reilly throw it away, and says, 
“ To hell with the 5 ; I would not vote .against 
my conscience for 5/.” Keoghan cauglittlieiiote 
before it went as far as the ground, and he put 
his liand into the pur.se again and took out another, 
and said, “ There is 10 /. ; go up in the morning 
and vote like a man: so he took the money, put 
it into his hat, and said lie would. 

Cross-examined hy Mr. Me Lnughlun. 

38.33. And did he vote now, for Honest John? 
— I cannot tell that. 

3834. Try now, Mr. ex-policeman ? — I am nor 
on ex-policeinan ; I am in the service still. 

•'*835. You took down the signboard ? — I do 
not know what you mean. 

3836. Did not you know now very well, that 
he voted for Grevillc ?— I do not know aught 
about it. 

3637. Did over you bear that he voted for 
Greville, nolwitlnstamling the 10/. note? — I did 
hear it. 

3838. Did you believe it ? — 

Mr. Justice Fitzgtrahl.l As I understand, 
he got the 10 /. to vote for Greville. 

3839. Mr. McLaughlaji.'^ My Lord, allow me 
for a moment. Do you understand the question ? 
— Perfectly well. 

3840. How long were you in the force? — A 
couple of years. 

3841. And how long were you stationed at 
Granard ? — I could not exactly say ; I suppose, 
upwards of 12 months. 

3842. It was very quiet during the time of 
the election? — Not very indeed. 



3843. Were the Miu-tin moh strong there? 

S.iinetimes. 

3844 Tliis man Imew yon tn lie a iioliceman, 
(lid not he ( — Pertcetly well. 

3845. You were in uniform ? — No, I was tlie 
officer’s man at the time. I was in plain clothes. 

3846. Mr. Justice Fitzg-rold.'] Did Keoghan 
know you ? — Of course he did know me. * 

3847. Mr. il<:L<mgIilan.]_ Did not he know 
you to 1)0 a policeman, notwithstanding you were 
in plain dollies? — I cannot say. 

3848. Wliat do you believe?— I believe lie did. 

384SI. Have you any doubt on earth, that he 

knew it as well as ynuvsell'? — i could not sav 
that. 

3850. Did not Reilly knmv you to be apnlice- 
man ? — T'es. 

3851. Did not he mention to the other that you 
were his particular friend ? — He did. 



tlieir right 



3852. I sujijiose those men 1 
senses, as a rule ? — They were, 

3853. Or are, wliiclicver you like ? — 1 under- 
stood at tlio time, that they bad takensomc drink. 

3854. Do you think they were luimbiigging, 
or in earnest ? — I did not t! link anything about it. 

3855. Do you tliiuk they, intending to bribe, 
specially did it in the iireseiice of a policeman in 
their own town ? — I sweai- that jiositively. 

3856. Is that what you would do if you were 
taking a briljc ? — I do not know what I would do. 

3857. Are you in the force? — Ye.<. 

3858. You are not under a cloud. Are vou in 
full orders in the force at present, or are you sus- 
pended, or anything? — No. 

3859. j\re you on active service ? — Yes. 

3860. is tlicre any inijiiiry pending about you? 
—There is. 

3861. Now, tell us briefly and clearly, what it 
is ail about? — I was reported for drink. 

3862. You were not treated with ret'erence to 
the election at all '—Never. 



3863. They liave not made up their minds 
whetiier you ure guilty or innocent yet ? — I never 
took any man’s drink. 

3864. But they have not made up their niinda 
on the inquiry, whether you are guilty or in- 
nocent? — I could not tell you that. 

3865. You did not know what I meant by 
under a cloud ; would not that cloud be removed 
if it were found that you were solemnly sober on 
that occasion : that makes you perspire freely? 
—Not the least. 



3866. Where do you come from ’originally; 
could you wear uniform now, if you liked? — 
I could. 

3867. Where do you come from originally? — 
County Leitrim. 

3868. 'V\'’ere you in Granard the day of the 
polling ? — I was. 

3869. Did you see the military theie? — I did. 

3870. "Were there many military ?— I suppose 
some hundreds. 

3871. How many hundreds ? — I could not tell. 

3872. Five hundred? — I do not think there 
was. 



3873. Two hundred?— I suppose so. 

3874. Three hundred? — I do not know. 

3875. I believe tliere was a lai’ge force of 
constabulary ? — There was. 

3876. About how many ? — Very nearly 200. 

3877. Were there any Hussai's or Dragoons, or 
mounted men? — There was. 

3878. About 
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3878. About iiow many ea^•al^y of noy clesoviji- 
tion '\VL-re there ? — I could not sav. 

3879. Were there a trooji of £)r!iai>.in#, 80 1 — 
I suppose up to Thai. 

3880. About how many mounted C;>iiNtabulary 
were there? — Xonc, i think. 

388 ! . Granard is rather a turbulent place, is it 
not; ail tliese people were necessary I suppose 
to keep the peace iu Granard? — \V’cll, I think 
they were. 

3882. I suppose I would not be wrong in as- 
sumin'' it is rather a turbulent place as places 
go? — ^AVell, it is quiet at the present time. 

3883. But as a rule it is, is it uot? You are a 
constabulary man, aud know all about it : you 
have been on duty there ? — No ; I never done 
jnucli duU’ in Grauard. 

3884- that is not the question, i'roin wiiat 
opportunity you had, is not Granard a very tur- 
bulent place ; has been, and is? — Put that ques- 
tion in uiu>ther way. 

3885. Put it in any way you like yourself, 
and answer it. Is not there a resident magistrate 
thei'e now ' — There is. 

3886. Was there any there constantly, before 
the election ? — Not to my knowledge. 

3887- Now, I ask you again, is or is uot 
Granard known to he a very turbulent place 
about the time of the election ? — It was, indeed. 

3888. Prior to the election, Granard was quiet 
enough ? — It was very quiet. 

3889. You were on duty on the f'.ay of the 
poUiug ? — No. 

3890. Why were you not? — I was attending 
on an officer at the time. 

3891. That is not duty : were vou in uniform? 
—No. 

3892. Is there any charge against you for 
having, as a constabulary officer, unduly sided 
with the Slartin party ? — None, that I am aware 
of. 

3893. Did ever you hear it ? — I could not say. 

3894. Try ? — Not to my knowledge. 

3895. Is that a thing in respect of which your 
memory would fail if it Iiad ha[)pened ? — Not to 
my knowledge. 

3896. Are you certain, yea or nay, without 
any limitation, whether or not any charge was 
made against you as to unduly siding witlr the 
hlartin party ? — I never saw it. 

3897. Have you heard it; you know you went 
before the county inspector? — For what? 

3898. That is what I want you to tell ? — I was 
often before him on pai-ade. 

3899. By the oath you have sworn, do you 
believe that that is an answer to the question 
I put; upon your solemn oath? — You said, was 
I before him : I said I was often before him on 
parade. 

3900. Upon your solemu oath, do you believe 
that is an honest answer to the question ? — I was 
never before him any way, only on parade. 

3901. Was there an inquiry held into 3-0111 
conduct 5 was there, or was there uot ? — There 
was. 

3902. Wliat was it about; where was it held, 
and who held it? — The officers of the force 
held it. 

3903. ^'as the county inspector one of them ? 
— No. 

3904. Who were the officers? — Mr. Hewett. 

3905. Is he a sub-inspector? — He is. 

3906. Who else were the officers? — Mr. 
Shawlev. 
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3907. sub inspector ; give me the rest of F. Lynch. 

thi cDiivt ? — Mr. Smitli. 

3908. Wliat is he?— .A.n officer. 3<> Ward 

3909. Whnt was the charge against vou in ' 
respect of which that inriuii-y was held ? U]' .u 
your ciatli, was it using dislo_va! language in ilse 
barrack ? — It was. 

3910. Your meraoiy lianug been a little iv- 
Ireshed, are you able to tell us whether or not 
3"0ti had ever heard you had been charged, not 
only with using disloyal language, but witli un- 
dulj- taking a poiitic.al jiart as a coustalniiaiw 
officer with the Mavtinites? — I never heard it, to 
ui}- knowledge. 

3911. If such a change had been made against 
YOU, 3‘our evervthing depending unit, would it 
have been in your knowledge ? — I never heard it. 

3912. Answer me the question? — I never 
heard it. 

3913. If such a charge had been made agaiu.-t 
you witli regard to a matter on wliicli eveiything 
d''jionds, wiiuld it be in your knowledge? — It 
might, or might not; I never heard it to my 
knowledge. 

3914. W.as it a charge against _von for drunken- 
ness !Uk 1 dishqval laiignage? — Yes. 

3915. That is, Fenian language? — I do not 
den\- tliat. 

. Re-examined bv Mr. Bull. 

3916. When was that? — That is about a fort- 
night ago, I dare say. 

3917- At that time, were 3'ou also charged 
with unduly favouring the Martin party? — No. 

3918. Has anv decision been made upon that 
charge j-et ? — Not to mv knowledge, unless made 
since T came here on Monday morning, 

3919. Y'ou have not heard an_v decision? — No. 

3920. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald. I want to know 
ju'ecisely the date when 3-011 saw the 10 /.-note 
given by KeogLau to Reill}- ? — It was about five 
or six o’clock on Siuidav the 2nd of January, iu 
the evening. 

3921. In the street of Grauard? — Y'es. 

3922. And outside Reilly’s house? — Yes. 

3923. Had 3-ou known Reilly well before that 
day ? — 1 had. 

3924. He apjiealed to 3-011, and described v'ou 
as his particular friend? — Yes. 

3925. Y'oti had known him well before that? 

—Well. 

3926. Had von cou\‘ersation 'with him before 
that day about the electiou ? — No. 

3927. Did you understand before that da}-, he 
was to vote for Martin, or intended to vote for 
Martin ? — I did not. 

3928. You knew him well, and he knew you 
w'ell ? — ^Yes, I did. 

3929. Were von in uniform that evening? — 

No. 

3930. How long had you known Keogluui be- 
fore that day ? — I could not say how long 

I knew him. I am only about 11 months in 
Granard. 

3931. Do you mean 11 mouths altogether, or 

II months before January last? — Yes. 

3932. When did you go to Granard; when 
were you stationed at Granard first ? — I think in 
March, I went. 

3933. March last? — Y’es. 

3934. Then you had been from the March pre- 
vious in Granard? — Yes. 

3935. And Keoglian lives in Granard? — Yes. 

l 2 3936. Had 
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T Li nrk ->S36. Had you, duringthat interval, been doing 

! ' (Inly 118 a constable in Grauard? —Mo, I was the 

30 March orticer’s servant. 

1870. 3y37. Ail the time ? — Tes. 

3!)38. Did you ever appear at all in Grauard in 
’.milbrm? — Mot until after the election. 

31)39. Never appeared in uniform ? — Oh, yes. 

3940. Were you known in (iranavd to be one 
of the constabulary stationed there? — I tliink I 
was. 

3941. Where does Keoghan live in Granard? 
— In the main street. 

3942. How far is that from the constabulary 
barrack? — To the best of my opinion, 15 or 16 
perches. 

3943. In the main street? — Yes. 

3944. He lives in the same street as the con- 
stabulary barrack ? — Yes. 

3945. And probably liad an opportunity of 
knowing who you were ? — I suppose so. 

3946. Did lie know who you tvere before that 
(lay ? — Oh, he did, I think. 

3947. Have you any doubt about it? — I think 
he would know me. 



3948. Have you the slightest doubt about it, 

that he knew you to be a police constable? Oh* 

lie did, my Li^rd. 

3949. And knowing you to be a police con- 
stable, in your presence, he handed the 10 1. note 
to Reilly, to induce him to vote for Nuo-ent ia 
place of voting for Martin ? — i’’es. 

3950. And Reilly accepted it? — Yes. 

3951. You know, of course, that was a wror.o' 
thing; did you know that; did you know it to 
be the crime of bribery ? — Well, 1 did not at the 
time. 

3952. Did you know it to be a thing, that it 
was your duty as a constable, immediately to 
report? — I did not. 

3953. Did you report it? — I did not at that 
time. 

3954. Did you report it at any time ; to your 
officer, I mean ? — Mo, I did not 

3955. You never did report it to your officer at 
all?— Never. 



[Tlie Witness withdrew. 



Patrick Reilly, was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. £utt, as follows : 



P. Reilly. 



3956. Yoc are an Elector? — I am. 

3957. Did you vote at tire election ? — I did. 

3958. For whom did you vote ? — I voted for 
Greville ; I voted for his father 17 years. 

3959. Do you know Michael Keoghan? — I do, 
well. 

3960. Ilow long have you known him ? — Since 
we were children. 

3961. Did Michael Keoghan ever ask j'ou to 
vote for Greville ? — Never in his life. 

3962. Did you hear what Thomas Lynch lias 
sworn? — I did. 

3963. Upon yonroath, did Michael Keoghan 
»j)eak to you in his presence ? — Michael Keoghan 
spoke tome in his presence, one night that we 
were in Mr. Flanagan’s. 

3964. When was that?- About five weeks be- 
fore the election. 

3965. Did Michael Keoghan ever speak to you 
again in his presence ? — Never. 

3966. \Yhat did Keoghan say to you when he 
spoke to you in Flanaghan’s ?— This Lynch, he 
was a sei-vant of the officer, Mr. O’Langblan, 
and he came to me ; I was going up the street, 
and says, “ How about the hay ”? " What about 
yourself”? says I. " Will I sell it by the hun- 
dred or cock,” he says. “ Which ever way that 
you want,” says I, and I said, “ Come in, and I 
will treat you.” We went into Flanaghan’sshop, 
and we stayed there, and I think he took a glass 
or too of whisky; and we were in at the counter 
drinking them, when Keoghan came in, and he 
bid me the time of night, and says I, “ Take 
something of what we have.” “ I do not know,” 
says he, “ but if I take anytliing at all, 1 will 
takehalf a glass of brandy.” And soon he asked 
me, Who are you going to vole for ”? I said, 
“ Well,” and I thought if 1 said I would vote for 
Greville, I might be knocked down, for there 
were people going from house to house watching 
for Greville’s men, so, says I, ‘‘ The man that will 
give me most money, I will vote for.” “ How 
much is it”? he says. Says I, “ Youdon’t want 
no vote.” “ How do you know,” says he, " but 
I will stand for a candidate ” ? “ Eh, nonsense, 



man,” “ I will take 20 1. from you,” says I, “ but 
fromanybcKly else, I would not for less than 100 
in jest like. “ If you get 10/. it will he good 
enough,” says he. “ Itwijuld be,” saj's I, “ but 

1 am not going to get it.” He put his liaud in 
his pocket, aud gave me, I think, 2 /. Lynch 
walked out, iiiui I handed back the 2 /., and bade 
Keoghan “ GihkI night,” aud from that to tliis, 
Keogiiiin nor I never had a word about it, 

3967. Did you say on that occasion that you 
were going to vote for “ Honest John”?— 
Never, never in ray life; I never did. 

3968. Do you swear that you gave back this 

2 /. ? — I do ; since or before, t never had a word, 
nor a 5 /., nor two 5 /.-notes in ray life. 

3969. Who was jn-esent when this happened ? 
— In Flanagiui’s ? Us three. I treated Lynch 
about tlie bay. 

3970. Was tliere any one else present? — I did 
not wait long. Tire whole transaction did not 
lost 10 minutes. 

3971. Can you tell me auy one person who 
was present in the shop when that money was 
given to you? — On my oath I could not, for I 
did not pass no time there. 

3972. How long did you keep the 2 /. ? — Five 
minutes. 

3973. Did you keep it in your pocket? — No; 
I held it in my hand- 

3974. But you did not give it back until 
Lynch had gone out? — As soon as Lynch had 
taken his draught he went out instead of pro- 
tecting me home. 

3975. Answer the question. Had you given 
back the 2 1. when Lyuch went out? — No; it 
was just as he went out that I handed it back. 

3976. How long had you known Keoghan? — 
Since I was born ; we were reared together. 

3977. How long had you known Lynch? — 
I live exactly opposite the bai-rack door, and 
keep a public inn, and tbe policemen come back- 
wards and forwards. 

3978. How long had you known Lynch? — 
Eight or nine months ; as long as he was in tlie 
barracks. 

3979. Did 
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3979. Did you know him well? — Right 
well. 

.3980. "Was he ever in your house ? — Never. 

3981. Had you ever any dealings with Lynch? 

3982. For the ennstabula\*y ; for hay? — Not 
a bit ; the serjeant came over .and ordered me to 
send it; and I got .a man. 

3983. To the officer? — Yes. 

398-1. You knew Lynch to be the officer’s 
servant? — I did. 

3985. And this you swear took place a month 
befoi-e the election ? — Either a month or five 
weeks. 

3986. Did you go to any of the meetings in 
Granard ? — I seen them. 

3987. "\Yas it before or after the first meeting 
in Granard that this giving you the money took 
place ? — It was a few days before the first meet- 
ing, I think, at Granard. I am not exactly 

3988. Did ilr. Flanagan see that 2 1. given to 
you? — He did not. 

3989. The owner of the shop? — He did not. 

3990. "Who was at the bar ? — It was after 
night, and I think a couple of shop boys. 

3991. Whoever was at the bai' saw it? — On 
my oath I could not tell whether they saw it or 
not. 

3992. Could they have seen it ? where did 
this happen ?— At the counter. 

.3993. Did-thc people managing the bar see it 
or not ? — I could not tell. 

3994. Is tli.at your answer ? — That is my 
answer. 

399.5. Did you see them ? — I did see them. 

3996. And were not they looking at you ? 
Could that have passed without their seeing it? 
— I could not tell you. 

3997. £. 10. was mentioned? — In joke; tliat 
was it. 



3998. But you mentioned 10/. as what yon 
would take for vour vote? — No, I luentiimed 
20 I 

3999. And lie said, would not you do it for 
10 /., and you said, “ Yes — I said, '• Just so.” 

4000. Now tell me this, who paid for the 
drink ?— It was I. 

4001. Was it before or after this you had paid 
for the drink ? — It was before it. The drink 
came in first; but I had to pay for Keoghan’s, 
after he drank it. I paid for the two first. 

Cross-examined by Mr. .Serjeant Armstrong. 

4002. Who U Keoghan ? — He is a dealer, — 
deals in cattle and pigs. 

4003. Is he in this court? — lie is. 

4004. He said, “ Maybe, he would stand him- 
self? ” — Yes. 

4005. And you said you ivould take 20 /. from 
him? — Yes, but not less than 100/. from the 
other. 

4006. Were you larking? — Larking. 

4007. You said you would like to see it ? — 
Yes, in a lark. 

4008. Did you get anything for your vote for 
Greville?— I voted for 17 years, and never got 
as much as sixpence, or asked for it. 

4U09. Did you vote freely and iudependently 
for any man you liked ? — That is all I ever took. 

4010. Are you a grainerof Granard? — I am. 

4011. How was it your arm w.as broken? — 
Two days after the election a man came to my 
door and struck me, one of the Jlartinltes, and 
broke this joint : I was six iveeks lying under, 
and I am now in the hands of a doctor still, and 
my life was in danger for coming here to be 
].nocked and tossed nbont. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



P. RelUg. 

pjO Mnreli 
iS;o. 



Mrs. Ellen Doyle was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Sir. Exlinni, 
as follows : 



4012. You are the wife of Thomas Doyle ? — 
Yes. 

4013. Do vou recollect the last election? — 
Yes. 

4014. Did ymu get any orders from any person 
to supply anything in your house? — I did. 

4015. *'\Miere ai-e those orders; have you got 
them ? — No, by word of mouth. 

4016. From* whom did you get them by word 
of mouth? — Father O’Farrell. 

4017. That is the gentleman at the college ? — 
Yes. 

4018. When did he give you the first of them ? 
— On the day of the poll ; the last day. 

4019. How many did he give you that day ? — 
Three. 

4020. What o’clock in the morning did he give 
you the first order ? — I could not say. 

4021. About what hour; early, or what? — 
About the middle of the day. 

4022. Did he come into your shop ? — He did. 

4023. What order did he give you ; the first ? 
— He gave me an order for 12 men’s dinners, and 
a couple of pounds’ worth of drink. 

4024. For these men ? — Yes. 

4025. Do you know the men ? — I know some 
of them. 

4026. I suppose you supplied the order, did 
you?— Yes. 
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4027. Did vou give the 12 their dinners? — 
I did. 

4028. And two pounds’ worth of drink ? — 
About 2 /. 

4029. What drink did yon give them, whisky ? 
— Whisky and punch. 

4030. Now, I want the names of tliose, all that 
you know, iu that first party of 12 ? — I could uot 
tell all the names. 

4031. You knew some of them? — I did. 

4032. Very well, the ones that you knew? — 
A man of the name of Frank Birmingham. 

4033. Where does he live? — In Clonagarn. 

4034. Is he a farmer ? — He is. 

4035. Do you know ia he a voter ? — I could not 
say. 

*4036. How far from Longford does lie live ? — 
I do not know. 

4037. Who else do you recollect? — A young 
man of the name of Charles iFDonnell. 

4038. Where does he live? — Ballymacoi-mack. 

40.39. Is he a fanner? — A farmer’s son. 

4040. What is his fathei-’s name? — John 
M'Donnell. 

4041. Does lie live at the same place? — Yes. 

4042. Does he live with his fatlier ? — He 
does. 

4043. Was the father there also? — I do not 

L 3 know ; 
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know ; I could not call to mind the jrerRonsi coming 
in in that way. 

4044. Was the father c«iie uf the party of 12? 
— Ko, he was not. 

4045. Now give me the mimes of aiiyhudy 
else? - I cmild not call to miiul the names. 

4046. You said you knew sercnil of them? — 
I said I knew some of tlieiu. 

4047. Did ymi ]<nmv a niiin of the name of 
Sharkey ?— I did. 

4048. Was he one of them? — He was. 

4049. What is his Christian name ? — lleruard. 

4050. Where does he live ? — Garvagh. 

40ol- Is he a farmer ? — He is. 

4052. Who else did you kmnr ; I want to know 
all that party? — I can’t call to mind; 1 was in 
the shop, and some of them went upstaim. 

4053. Don’t you recollect; you see you have 
given ns Biriniug'haiii, Sharkey, and M'Donnell; 
now think of the names of any othei's ; were not 
there other farniers with them? — Oh, a whole lot 
of people. 

4054. I am talking of the 12 that you supplied 
on that order; have you the names down? — No, 
I never took down any names. 

4055. Ti-y and think of the otlievs, please, for 
me; anybody else that you recollect; I want 
the names of any of those others; you told me 
you knew several ? — I tokl you I knew some of 
them. 

4056. Do you recollect anybody else now ; 
anj' other farmer that was there in that first 
party of 12 \ — James Birmingham was there. 

4057. Where does he live? — Clonagaru. 

4058. He is on the regUtev too; anylmdy' 
else? — I cannot call tomiiul. 

4059. Very well ; now how soon after the first 
order wms given did yon see Father OTiirrell 
ag:iin?-He gave the order for the 12 men’s 
dinner and the drink at one time. 

4060. Did they diank the wliolc 'll. worth, or 
did you give any' money? — I gave no money. 

4061. How soon after that did yon get the 
next order from him ? — I ccnild not tell. 

4062. About how soon?- I could not tell. 

4063. Did he come in again into the shop? — 
Ho c.aine in again. 

4064. Wdiat was Ida second order for ?— -V few 
young fellows followed him, and he ordered 10s. 
worth of drink for them. 

4065. About what o’clock was that, do you 
recollect? — I could not tell. 

4066. Did you know any of the young fellow.s? 
— Oh, I did know some. 

4067. Who were they ; were there any old fel- 
lows amongst them ? — There might ; I could not 
say that. 



4068. Were they boys of the town, or country 
people, or what? — Mo.rt all of tlicm were country 
people. 

4069. Were there any farmers that vou knew 

in the second hatcli that followed him in ? I do 

not know ; they may be fanners’ sons. 

4070. Do you recollect any fanners orfarmoi-s’ 
sous in lliat second liatch? — Yes, there were 
farmers’ sons. 

4071. Did you know them to be faraiers’ sons? 
— I knew a man of tlie name of Tom Dinigan. 

4072. Wbere did he live ?--In Clomwiivn. 

4073 . Is that the only one you recollect? I 

cannot call to mind now out of a crowd of people. 

4074. Which is it, John or Tom Diuiean 'f 

Tom. 

4075. How soon after that did you c'et the 
third order from him ? — That is all the orders I 
got, 

4076. You .said he gave you three ?— That 
was the dinner and the drink ; those two to- 
gether. 

4077. What was the amount of the hill for the 
diiinei’s ? — Eighteen shillmgs. 

4078. And 'll., that is 2/. 18 s., and 10s. worth 
of whisky, that is .3 1. 8 altogether ; were you 
paid that since ? — I was. 

4079. By whom? — Father O’Farrell. 

4080. ^Vhen did he pay you ; after the elec- 
tion w-as it?— After the election. 

4081. Was it you got that order from John 
M'Kuen ? — No. 

4082. Did you get orders from anybody else 1 
■ — No order but from Father O’Farrell. 

4083. .\t any time bel'ovc tlic election ?--No. 

Cross-examined by Mr. M' Laugklan. 

4084. Had yon prepared dinner for anyone 
before Fatlier O’Favrell gave you the order? — 
No. 

4085 Dit you kcc|) a house of entertninment 
of that sort? — No entertainment; I keep a pub- 
lic-housc. 

4086. You can get up a dinner ivlien one is 
hungry ? — Y’es, if I have an order ; but I do not 
keep it. 

4087. I suppose a great number of people 
were out and in during tlic election ? — Well, a 
good many. 

4088. A good deal of business being done; is 
that so ? — There was great crowds of people. 

4089. And in point of fact you just got the 
order in tlie ordinary way, and did the work in 
the ordinary ivay ; gave them value for their 
money, they being liungry ? — Y"es. 



Michael M‘Do^NELL was called in; and, having been sworn, was Examined bv Mr. Munro, 
as follows : 



M. 4090. You reside in Longford V — Yes. 

M'Doimeli. 4091. Do you keep a public-house ? — No. 

4092. What class of house do you keep ? — In 

tlie torn trade and provision trade, and porter 
agent. 

4093. At aiij' time during the election did you 
distribute any drink ? — I dm. 

4094. Did you receive any order from any of 
the clergy in reference to it? — Not with refer- 
ence to it. 

4096. Did you receive any orders at all ? — I 
done it all myself. 



4096. How much drink did you distribute 
yourself? — About 12 or 13 half barrels. 

4097. Of what?— Porter. 

4098. Did you distribute anything except 
porter 'I You are agent for a brewery 1 — Siveet- 
man’s. 

4099. Did you receive any orders at all from 
any of tlie clergy ? — I found it was suggested by 
a man of the name of Casey that Mr. Nowt,ofI^8- 
common, was bringing non-electors here gainst 
the day of the polling. I suggested to Father 

Reynolds 
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Reynolds in this matterj and he tnld rae I might 
act as I thought j)ro]>er. 

4100. You had a conversation with Father 
Reynolds. After that conversation did you get 
any orders ? -No. 

4101. ^Ylmt did Father Reynolds say to your’ 
— I said I might give the man a few jiounds. 

4102. Which man ? — Casey, to counteract that 
great movement again.<t us. 

4103. is that Thomas Casey?— No; Charles 
Casey. He said I might act as I tiiought proper. 

4104. You .suggested to Father Reynolds, you 
thought it would be well to give Casey some 
money, and he told you to do as you tlimiglit 
proper ? — Just so. 

4105. Did you give Casey any money ? — I 
gave him 17/. 

4106’. What was the date of the first sum you 
gave to Casey ? — I have no account. 

4107. How much did voii give him first? — 
£.2. 

4108. About how long was that before the 
election ? — About a week. 

4109. Wiien was the secoud ? — Some few days 
after. He told me he was ti'avelling down that 
way and tlimight he would be able to persuade 
some to stay at home. 

4110. How much on the .second occasion? — 

£. 10. 

4111. How long was it before the polling-day 
that you gave Casey the 10/. ? — I cannot say : I 
did not keeji an account. 

4112. Did Casey say he thought he could 
make some of the people staj’ at home ? — He did. 
It was witli that motive I gave it to him. 

4113. ilv. Justice Fitzf/erald.'] Was it people 
in Roaeominon w'lio would stay at home? — ^es. 

4114. Mr. Serjeant /ir/nsTr/uii.] Because you 
w'ere threatened ^vith a raid? — les, a raid of 
5,000 men from Roscommon. He was canvassing. 

4115. Mr. Muuro.'] Did you ever see him can- 
vassing .' — No. 

4116. Was it before the nomination day ymi 
gave him 10/. ? — It was after. 

4117. Between that and polling? — Exactly. 

4118. Then you gave, after that, 5 /. more ? — I 
did. 

4119. When? — It was a few clays before the 
polling. 

4120. How many days elapsed between the 
nomination and the jmlling ? — I cannot say. 

4121. One was on the Fiiday and the other 
the Monday ? — I cannot say. fie came in to me 
and asked me for move money. He said he was 
in debt, and in consequence of that I gave it to 
him. He had expended more than I gave him. 

4122. Are those all the moneys you paid away 
at all during the time of the election ? — I paid 
10/. more. 

4123. To whom ? — To John Reilly. 

4124. W ho is John Reilly ? — He lives below 
Drunilish. 

4125. How far is Drumlish from Longford? — 
Five or six miles. 

4126. What was the date of your giving the 
10/. to John Reilly ? — I cannot say. 

4127. How long before the nomination? — It 
was after the nomination. 

4128. Was it between that and the polling? — 
It was. 

4129. Did Reilly come to you for the money, 
or did yon send to him ? — He came to me. iJe 
told me there was a great organisation in the 
county, and we should have a party against ns 
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on tlie day of tlie jioiling. 1 asked him if ho 
could counteract that by a few pounds. He said 
he had some infiuenee and would, and in conse- 
quence of that I gave it to liim. I gave it fin- 
no other purpose. 

4130. Mv. Justice Fitz(/erald.'\ To keep them 
at home >. — Yes. 

4131. Mv. Munyo.l Is Dniinlish the place 
where he lives ? — No, it is not. 

4132. What is the name of his townland ? — I 
cannot say. 

4133. Is he a voter? — No ; I gave nothing to 
a voter; I would not if 1 had all the money in 
the bank. 

4134. AVith the exception of that 17 1. and 10/., 
did you give any money or drink ? — I gave a 
few pounds to tlie non-electors that I heard 
could not get any elsewhere. 

41-35. The day of the polling, or the day 
befoi-e ? — The day of tlie polling, i think. 

4136. To whom did you give it/ — One man 
of the name of Kelly. 

4137. What i.s his Chri.stian name? — .Tohn. 

4138. AVhere does he live? — In the town. 

4139. How much did you give him r — One 
pound to treat a few friends. 

4140. Y’ouwere anxious, of course, that Mr. 
Greville should be returned ?— I did not care 
who w.ig returned; 1 had no anxiety in the 
world, any person piit forward by the clergy ; I 
did not care but for the abuse I saw the clergy 
getting, I did not take any ]mrt nntil I saw 
that. 

4141. Did not you know that Greville Nugent 
had l>eeu brought forward by the clergy ^ — 1 
heard so. 

4142. AYere not you anxiou.s for the return of 
tlie man brought forward by the clergy ? — 
Exactly so. 

4143*. Therefore anxious for the return of 
Greville ? — To be sure. 

4144. Anil being anxious for the i-eturu of 
Greville Nugent, you gave these sums of money 
to forward his interests? — My own money, my 
own cash. 

4145. And of course you gave all this money 
after you had the communication with Father 
Reynohls t — 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Annslumg. 

4146. How did you vote on former occasions? 
— Major O'Reilly, and hU election cost me 5 /. 
or 10 /. 

4147. I suppose you voted for Greville Nugent 
on the last occasion ? — I'es. 

4148. Had you any confidence in the candidate 
.selected by the clergy of the count}’ ? — I alwayshad. 

4149. Now as I understand, whnt you heard 
and reporied to Father Reynolds was, that you 
understood, through Casey, th.it Nowt wa.s 
getting up a Roscommon mob to come here to 
overawe the electors? — Exactly; and he spent 
days throughout the county riding about tor that 
purpose. 

4150. And you asked him what he thought 
ought to be done under the circumstances? — To 
avert that evil. 

4151. And he said you should do whatever in 
your judgment you thought well? — Yes. 

4152. Did you act upon your own discretion? 
— Upon my own discretion, with my own money. 

4153. Did you do that with a view to prevent 
mischief and riot and bloodshed? — No other 
motive. 

I, 4 4154. Did 
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4154. Did you believe it ueceesaiy for the 
i.i'otection of the electors anil the peace of the 
place ?— I thought we should liave no trouble in 
the county if left to ourselves. 

4155. And was it witli the same object you 
gave the 10 1. to John Reilly ?— It was. 

° 4156. And for that purpose? — For that 
purpose. 

4157. To organise defensive bodies ? — Exactly. 

4158. And do you say that ymi gave a man 
on the election ctay, I believe it was the same 



John Reilly, a pound ? — No ; John Kelly ; 
he complained he had nothing. 

4159. Was he aiding in the protection of the 
place '! — He was on the street. 

4160. A friend of the Grevillites ? — Yes. 

4161. And he had a number of young men 
with him? — He had not. 

4162. Did anybody interfere to influence your 
vote, coerce you to vote in any wo.y? — Not at 
all ; they knew they had no business. 

[The "Witness ivithdrew. 



John Reynolds was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. Suft, 
as follows : 



4163. WiiEUE do you live? — Drinnlish. 

4164. What business do you follow? — I keep 
a ])ublic-housc and keep a good deal of land, 

4165. Do you know the'Rev. Felix Duffy? 
—He is the curate. 

4166. Did you see him before the election in 
your house at all ? — F'requeutly. 

4167. Did you give any drink to any persons 
on his order ? — A large amount. 

4168. To what extent do you think it was? 
— Up to 30 I. worth. 

4169. I suppose you are able to tell me 
accurately ? — Tlie whole is 33 1. some few 
shillings. 

4170. Docs that 33/. cover all the drink you 
gave counected with the electiou gratuitously, 
without being ])aid by the people to whom you 
gave it? — Well, yes. 

4171. During what interval was that distribu- 
tion of drink going on? — I think from the lOtli 
December, at various times up to the clay of the ' 
polling. 

4172. What class of persons drank in your 
house ■? — I understood tliem to be non-oiectors. 
They were very seldom allowed to drink in the 
house. Outside the doors I gave them drink, I 
did not like to let tlicm in. 

4173. Was the drink distributed in the street? 
— In the yard generally, and on the street. 

4174. Upon the occasions when this drink was 
distributed was Jlr. Dufly himself there gener- 
ally? — Really I do not think heivas. He might 
be there sometimes, but generally not. 

4175. Were there many people in the yai-d 
when you gave tliis drink? — There was a large 
amount one time, I thinli up to 200 or 300. 

4176. Had you any means of knowing to 
whom you were to give tlris drink, or was it given 
indiscricoinately ? — It was given to the non- 
electors. Sometimes he would say, " Give 2 I. or 
3 /. worth of drink to these men.” 

4177. lYlien the 300 people were in the yai-d, 
was there any resta-iction on any person coming 
into the yard ? — Not a bit. They come to the 
place in a body and just got a glass of whisky. 

4178. Anyone might have had it ? — Yes, with- 
out any distirretion. 

4179. I suppose yorr had not as many as 300 
every day ? — Oh no. 

4180. What day was it you had the 300 ? — 
I really could not tell. 

4181. H.-id you a crowd there any other day 
except that ? — Some 20 or 30 people. 

4182. Was that just the same mud of thing 
drinking in the yard? — In the yard and in the 
hall. Sometimes I got a barrel of porter and put 
a cock in and let them whip it away themselves. 

4183. How often dki yon put a ban-el of porter 



and let them whip it av-ay themselves? — On 
two occasions. 

4184. That was in the yard? — Just outside 
the shop door. 

4185. In the street? — Yes. 

4186. Do you recollect particularly the Sun- 
day moi-uing, I think the 2nd of Januai-v', the 
clay after New Year’s Day, befoi-e the polling? 
— I think I do recollect. 

4187. Were there any jieople in your house 
on that day ? — A number of people. 

4188. Did you give drink to them on that 
Jay ?— Oh, they got drink in the house. 

4189. And was that given in the same way on 
Mr. Duffy’s order? — I think not. I think he 
gave no order at all that day. 

4190. Who paid you for the drink that day ? 
— Various peo})lc that called in themselves. 

4191. There was no drink given out on account 
of the electiou tliat clay by you? — I do not 
recollect there was. 

4192. Cun you say positively there was or was 
not ? — There went down whisky to where all the 
people were in a large room. 

4193. Were you paid for that?— I was paid a 
large amount for ■whisky. 

4194. I want to know who was to pay you for 
the wliisky tlmt went down to the large room on 
that Sunda-y ? — I could not say. 

4195. Were you paid for that at the time it 
went down ? — I was not. 

4196. Did not you send down that whisky 
just in tlie same way that you gave the whisky 
previously ? — I could not say that. A great 
number of people were serving round. I never 
carry whisky myself. 

4197. You are the superintendent of the 
establishment? — Yes. 

4198. And you are the person _who could 

direct whisky to go or not to go without being 
piudfoi-it? — Yes. , 

4199. Did you send down that whisky that 
day ivitliout having any particular order rrom 
the people? — I think not. 

4200. Who ordered it ? — I do not recollect 

who ordered it , 

4201. Did you send the whisky down to tne 

people collectively, or did each man call tor a 
pint or a half-pint as he wanted it? I do no 
recollect who ordered it. I am very seldom m 
the whisky department: there are people there 
to conduct it. . « 

4202. Were you there tlmt Sunday morning- 

— I was there that Sunday. , 

4203. V' ere you in the room where the people 

were drinking ? — I walked in once. , 

4204. How many were there when you wallcea 
in that once ? — 1 think about 30 or 40. 

4205. Was 
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4205. Was the Rer. Felix DiifFy there theu ? 
— I solemnly do not know ; I think not. 

- 4206. Did you see him in your Louse that day ? 
— Yes. 

4207. "\Vhere ? — In some other part. 

4208. What was he doing? — I cannot say. 

4209. Was there anyone with him when you 
saw him? — Various people. 

4210. On your oath, was anyone with the 
Ee^-. Felix Duffy when you saw liim ? — Upon 
my oath, there was. 

4211. How many ? —Ten or 15 in the shop. 

4212. Was he in the shop? — He was. 

4213. Was he speaking to them? — He might 
have been speaking to them, but I do not recollect 
what he said. 

4214. Were they drinking in the presence of 
Mr. Dufty? — I did not see. 

4215. Were they, on your oath, drinking in 
the presence of the Eev. Felix Duify? — By the 
virtue of my oath, I could not tell whether or not 
they were in his presence. 

4216. Were you paid for that ch-ink? — I was. 

4217. By whom? — By the Eev. Felix Duffy. 

4218. The drink on that day? — I could not 
say that, but the amount the drink came to he 
paid me. 

4219. On your oath, was the drink of that day 
included ? — By the virtue of my oath, it might. 

4220. Was it? — I cannot tell; it was very 
likely, if there were any orders sent by him. 

4221. Were yon i>aid for the drink that was 
sent don-n that day ? — I was paid for the drink. 

4222. Tliat was sent down that day ? — Most 
likely. 

4223. Do you kuow, on your oath? — I do not 
know it. 

4224. Do you keep books? — I do not. 

4225. Is there anything due for drink sent 
down that day ?— There are a few pounds. 

4226. For drink sent down that day ? — The 
drink supplied that day might be settled also ; 
very likely it is. 

4'227. iVhen did Father Duffy pay you for the 
— I do not recollect the time. 

4228. How long ago? — It is, I think, three 
weeks or more ; four weeks. 

4229. How did he pay you? — He handed me 
cash. 

4230. Did you malie out a hill? — I told him 
the bill. 

4231. What did you tell him ? — So much. 

4232. Did you include in that, on your oath, 
any of the drink sent down that day ? — It must 
have been included. 

4233. Don’t you know it was? — I am not 
quite certain ; t would not have the slightest 
hesitation in telling if it was. 

4234. I ask you now, on your oath, was not 
the drink sent down that day included in it? — 
Upon niy oath, I do not know. 

4235. Did you say it must have been? — No, 
most likely. 

4236. Is there auytliing due for that day yet? 
— I could not tell. 

4237. Now tell me who were in your house 
that day ? — It would be nearly impossible to tell 
you, there were so many people. 

423S. You said the people before were non- 
electors ? — They were. 

4239. Were the people that day non-electors? 
— I could not teU. 

4240. Do you know they were electors ? — I 
know electors were there. 

4241. And got drink ? — I do not know, because 
178. 



I heard it stated it was illegal for electors to take 
drink, or get drinlc, or get orders. 

4242. Who said tliat ? — Father Felix. 

'4243. Where did he say that? — More than 
once, in my hearing. 

4244. Do you recollect any human being in 
tlie house that clay. Wlven you heard the Kev. 
Felix Dufiy say it was illegal to get drink or 
orders, were electors asking for drink? — They 
were not. 

4245. Wliy did he say that •? — I do not know. 

4246. Did he give them any money ? — 1 do not 
kuow. 

4247. In your presence ? — Never. 

424S. Do you recollect a police oonstahle 
coming up that day to your house?— Yes. 

4249. Wliat is bis name ? — Oh, I could not tell 
you what police constable came up that day. 

4250. Did you see him? — I might have seen 

him ; but there is not a d.ay of the week 

4251. Did a police constable come up to your 
house that day?— Upon my oath, I do uot know 
whether there did or uot. 

4252. Did not yon tell me this moment he did? 
— I misunderstood you. 

4253. What I ask is, did any police constable 
come up to your house that clay ? — There might 
have come a police constable, hut I did not re- 
cognise him. 

4254. Did you see any coming up that day ?— 
I did not, that I i-ecoUect 

4255. Will you swear you did not ? — I will 
not swear I did not. 

4256. What time of the day were these people 
in your liouse ? — About two o’clock. 

4257. How long did they stay there ?— Fifteen 
or twenty minutes. 

4258. Were not they longer there, in the room 
where the whisky was brought down? — They 
might. 

4259. But were they? — I could not tell ; that 
is about the time. 

4260. Was that the time the Eev. Felix Duffy 
came down, and was in the room ? — I never saw 
him in the room at all. 

426 1. I thought you said you did ? — I said I 
saw him in the shop. 

4262. Is that about the time you saw him in 
the shop ? — About that time. 

4263. Is it open on Sunday ? — Open after two 
o’clock. 

4264. And after you opened the shop these 
people came in? — Yes. 

4265. Did you yourself give any money to any 
person? — I did. 

4266. Who was that? — T gave money to seven 
persons. 

4267. Tell me the names of the seven persons 
to whom you gave the money ?— A man of the 
name of Tom M'Clon, 2 s. 6 d.; a man of the 
name of Eobert Golden, 2 s. 6 cf. ; a man of the 
name of Tom An-mstrong, 2 s. 6 <f. ; a man of the 
name of Barney M‘ Henna, 2 s. 6 tf. 

4268. When did yougive that money? — Well, 
I could not recollect just the time ; some time 
before the election. 

4269. Who were the other three? Wliat was 
the lai'gest amount you gave one day ? — 
Seventeen shillings and sixpence. 

4270. You gave 2 s. 6 <f. to each of seven per- 
sons ? — Yes. 

4271. Can you tell me when you did that ? — 
Some time before the election, you know. 

4272. How long before ? — I could not exactly 
say. 

M 4273. Was 
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4273. Was it a week before? — I think it was. 

4274. Was it a fortuiglit before? — About 

,, . . . 

4275. Did anyone tell you to give the name i 

—Father Felix Duffy told me to give tlie money; 
lialf-a-cvowu each. , , . 

4276. Were you paid it back? — I included it 

in the bill that I was paid. _ , 

4277. Was that the only money you paid 111 
connection with the election? — That is the only 
money that I ever paid ; and when I gave the 
money I did not know for what purpose it was 

4278. You gave it them as you were told? — 
Yes 5 I gave John Martin’s men one of the 
half-crowns. 

4279 Were you told to do that ? — No. I saw 
there was uo people in the vill.n^e that were so 
much in need, and I gave it tor that reason. 

4280. Did you change that half-crown? — I did, 
and welcome. 

4281. Besides whnt was drank in the house, 
did any person talcc away any drink from the 
house ? — I never saw anybody take away any. 

4282. Do yon know of any being taken away ? 
— I do not know of any being taken away. 

4283. Did you keep any books or entries, or 
any person in your establishment, keep any 
entiles of the whisky used ? — They kept it on a^ 
sheet ; we never got a written order lor any ot 
tlie whisky. A man was just at the door, and 
he said, “ Give so much whisky to those men 
around.” 

4284. Who manages your business there ?— 
The mistress principally. 

4285. And she kept this sheet? — Herself and 
the boy. 



4286. Was all the whisky entered on that 
sheet V — Most likely ; she made up the total. 

4287. Was it from tliat sheet you took the tot ^ 
Yes. 

4288. Where is that sheet? — It is at home. 

4289. Did you, in giving the tot .and asking 
for the money from Father Duffy, take a tot 01 
everything that appeared on that sheet? — Yes. 

4290. Could you tell how long before the elec- 
tion was the first drink given? — 1 think on the 
10th of December was the first drink given. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan, 

4291. Was tiievc a great meeting at Longford 
on the 10th of December ; was not tliat the day 
that Mr. Murtagh witlidrew Mr. Martin ? — Yes, 
I think so. 

4292. I suppose those people coming from 
Druinlish were part ol' the cvoivd coming in there? 
^“Y^es 

4293. They got the drink that day ? — I'es. 

4294. 1'he bulk of the drink was given at 
Drumlisli on tlie days that people were coming to 
the various meetings ? — Y es. 

4295. Thomas Keoii aud the others you have 
mentioned, were any of them voters? — No. 

4296. Or any of the other three? — No; there 
were many of tliem liad children, aud I thought 
it was right to give tliein the half-crown. 

[The Witness withdi'ew. 

Adjourned for a short time. 

Upon re-asseiiibling — 



James Sutcliffe M'Connell, re-called; Examined by Mr. A’x/iam. 



J. S. 4297. You wish to correct an inaccuracy in 
McConnell, your evidence. When I examined you before you 

stated that tlie room had been taken on the 2nd 

of December : when were they really taken ? — 
The 14th of December. 

4298. And all that account of 84/. commenced 
when? — On the 15tb of December. 

4299. And there was in addition to that an 
amount of 31/. 15 s. ? — Yes, to Lord Greville. 

4300. The 150Z. and everything you gave, in- 
stead of extending to the 2nd of December began 
on the 16tli? — In to-day’s paper I see the Rev. 
Mr. Reynolds’s name mentioned as having an 
account in a small book ; it is the Rev. Mr. Duffy, 
and not the Rev. Mr. Reynolds. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

2301. Who are tlio people who used to dine 
generally during tluit time with Mr. Nugent; 
what class of pet>ple ? — They were all gentlemen, 
the Honourable Captain Plunkett. 

4302. And some of the inspectors ? — Yes. 

4303. And magistrates ? — I do not know of 
any magistrates. 

4304. Used Mr. Reynolds, the solicitor, to be 
there ? — Always. 

4305. And some of his assistants ? — Yes, and 
Mr. Wilson. 

4306. And the high sheriff? — Yes. 

4307. They were all gentlemen? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdi-ew. 



J. Igoe. 



James Igoe, sworn; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



4308. Are you a voter for the county ? — Yes. 

4309. Who did you vote for ? — Mr. Greville. 

4310. Did you get any money before the elec- 
tion from anyone ? — No. 

4311. Toil did not get money 1 — No. 

4312. Do you know Mr. Maxwell? — I do- 

4313. Did your son get any money ? — I do 
not know; I never received a slnlUng or a six- 
pence ; I do not know if anybody got it, but 
about myself. 

4314. Did you get any money from your son 
before the election? — No sir. 



4315. Nor immediately after the election? 

No. ^ ^ 

4316. No money at all from your son . j 
4337. Have you a son living with you.— 4 

have four. 

4318. Have you a son James ? — Yes. ^ 

4319. Was he living with you last December. 

— Yes, and living with me till tills day. 

4320. Did you see any money with . 

December 1 — No ; he had lots of money 01 
own, 60 1. or 60 /. , . 

4321. Was there any wWsky brought into 
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4324. And you never vrere promised any- j. igoe. 

thing? — Xo. 

, 30 March 

4325. hat do you tliink of tliese gentleiueu 1 870. 
tvho say j-ou were bribed? — 

4 326. Jlr. Justice Fitz^erald^ You need not 
give an opinion. 

Cross-examined by Sir. Serjeant Armstrong. [The Witness withdrew. 

4323. You never were bribed ? — I never was 
bribed, and I am not a man to bribe. 



yom' house last December? — Not a di-op, nor I 
never tasted a drop ; I did not come in till t!ie 
morning of the election to pass my vote, and I 
went home that night. 

4322. Where were you during the day? — I 
was here when I passed my vote, and went out 
on the Saturday, and I never got a half-penny- 
worth afterwards, and I did not demand it. 



Ghaules Kinlan sworn; Examined by Mr. 



4327. Where do you live? — I live in Clon- 
rath. 

4328. What business do you cai-ry on ? — I have 
a public-house. 

4329. You arc a voter? — I am. 

4330. Did you get any orders for the last elec- 
tion from anyone ? — I did. 

4331. Prom whom ? — I got some ordere at the 
commencement from Father O’Reilly. 

4332. For what ? — For refreshment for young 
men who attended in Grauard. 

4333. Do you mean whisky? — Bread and 
whisky. 

4334. What was the date of the first order ? — 
I think on the 13th of December. 

4335. How much was the first order for? — 
I think it was for 12/. 13s. 

4336. Mr. Seijeant Armstrong^ Were these 
orders in writing? — No, I got no written order. 

4337. Mr. ExAaw.] Was it at your own house 
that you got the order fa'om Father O’Reilly? — 
My missis got it on that day ; I had been in tins 
town on that day for some goods, to the best of 
my opinion. 

4338. The 12/. 13^., the amount of the first 
order, was gut by whom ? — By a lot of young 
men. 

4339. Did they drink it all on the premises? — 
I tliink they drank it all and eat it up. 

4340. The second day ; what was the second 
order ? — The second day’s order, I think, came 
to the amount, in the best of my opinion, to 21 ?. 

4341. Who did you get it from? — I did not 
get the order for all that amount, I got verbal 
orders from the young men. 

4342. I am talking of the order you got from 
Mr. O'Reilly ? — 1 md not get orders to that 
amount. 

4343. What did you get orders from him per- 
sonally for the second time ? — I never got an 
order from him personally. 

4344. Did you get any orders from anybody 
else personally ? — No. 

4345. You did not? — Yes, I did; I got verbal 
orders from a lot of young men. I am in business 
for 10 years, and there are a lot of young men 
that I keep an account in the book for ; those 
young men who came with the verbal orders, I 
asked who gave them that order ; and they said, 
“ He did.” And I said, “ Why did not he give 
you a writteu order, I will not execute this order.” 
“ Oh,” he said, why should I not have an order 
from him the same as the rest; not a written 
order, but an order wrote with a pencil.” 

4346. Now as to these orders you got written 
in pencil, who were they written by? — Father 
O’Reilly, and I might be for executing some of 
them. I asked my wife when I got them who 
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she got them from. She said she had not an C, Kuxlan. 

order. I said you ought not to have given it 

without an order. I gave her some blame. The 
next day or two after they came bach with the 
rest of the amount of the 12/. 13s.; it makes 
13/. altogether. I do not know what answer she 
made, but they said it was all right, so that the 
young men in Grauard and the uon-electors got 
it. I was out the night that the delivery came ; 
they came at the latter cud of it. 

4347. How many peucU orders did you get 
altogether ? — I could not say ; the orders went up 
to him, and when he said they were all right, so 
that they should be records of what the men got. 

I was to give no drink at the election. 

4348. How many did you get from him alto- 
gether in pencil ? — 1 could not say that. 

4349. Did you get 10? — I think I did, and 
more. 

4350. What was the amount of them altogether? 
the writteu ones ? — I could not tell exactly. 

4351. I do not want to know exactly; within 
1 /. you may go ? — Altogether ? 

4352. Yes ? — I think to the best of my opinion, 
the orders were between 25/. and 27 /. ; that was 
the written orders from the commencement till 
the election was over. 

4353. From first to last were the orders coming 
in every day ? — No. 

4354. How often ; what was the interval ? — 

The second order was the 31st, the nomination 
day. 

4355. Independent of the written orders and 
the orders in pencil, which you say were about 
25/. or 27/. ; what were the verbal ones? — More 
than that amount. 

4356. I want to know how much more ? — The 
whole order altogether, from the first commence- 
ment till the end, was 81 /. 

4357. Were they 87/.? — No, they were 81/. 

4358. Was it all for whisky and bread? — For 
anything the people called for ; bread and butter, 
and bread and milk, and whisky, and porter, and 
bread. 

4359. What was the proportion of whisky? — 

I could not tell you that> 

4360. Did you get orders from anybody else 
but Mr. O’Reilly ? — No. 

4361. None? — I think to the best of my opinion, 

I got one after the election from Father Fitz- 
gerald ; a verbal oi’der ; one order is all I got 
J’rom him altogether. 

4362. How much, did he order? — I do not 
know whether it was up to 3 /. or not, but close 
on to that. 

4363. Was that in addition to the 81 /. ? — Yes, 
it was all included. 

M 2 4364. Was 
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C.Khtloii. 4364. Was it 84 Z. altogether ?— No ; 8U. al- 
together. 

30 March 4365. The people got what they liked on those 
orders? — Not what they liked; if they got 
what they liked tliey would get more than was 
got. 

4366. That is, if you gave as much as they 
would drink ? — If I gave as much as I was asked 
foj-, it would be an unknown quantity. 

4367. Did any of them take any portion of the 
orders in money? — No, uot one; and I never 
gave any money, with the exception of a few men 
coming to the nomination at Longford. I gave 
some money to some young persons. 

4368. I want to know how much money you 
gave ? — I think I gave 1 s. to one Mulligan, and 
John and Pat Mulligan. I gave a few pence to 
another ; there were 10 or 12 also that I gave 6 d. 
a-piece to, and they went without eating any- 
thing. 

4369. Have you been paid the 81 1. ? — No. 

4370. Nor any of it?— No. 

4371. Not a birthing? — I have got some. 

4372 . How much were you paid on account? 
— I got no money on account. 

4373. What were you paid? — I was lent some 
money. 

4374. W^ho lent you the money? — Father 
O’Reilly. 

4375. "When did Father O’Reilly lend you the 
money? — I went to him for some money, only a 
few pounds of his own money. “ "Well, sir,” says 
I, “ I gave out the greater value, and I expect 
tliat your reverence could oblige me with a few 
pounds.” He said, “ I cannot, for I have it not,” 
but he said, "I will lend you a few pounds of my 
own money." 

4376. How much did he leird you ? — £. 15. 

4377. I suppose you gave an I 0 U for it? 
— No. 

4378. No security at all? — No. 

4379. It was a loan between you both? — It 
was in this town he gave it me. 

4380. When was that? — I cannot exactly tell 
the day. 

4381. Soon after the election? — No; it w.as 
not after the election ; it was before the elec- 
tion. 

4382. When? — On the day of nomination. 

4383. He gave you 15 Z. on that day? — He 
lent it me. 

4384. Did you go over since to get it from 
him?— I did. 

4385. The rest of it? — I went to him since. 

4386. Did you pay back the loan since? — 
No. 

4387. Nor he did not ask you ? — No, he did 
not. 

4388. You did not get your 81 Z. yet? — No. 

4389. Not a farthing of it? — Not a farthing 
of it. 

4390. What did he tell you when he asked 
you for it? — He told me he had no money. 

4391. He would pay you when he got it? — 
He did not make the admission ; he told me ^at 
if liis father w'onld lend him any money he would 
pay me, but I did not trouble since. He made 
the remark that he was going to some fair, and 
if his father would make any money he would 
borrow a few pounds from him. 

4392. Was anything said about the election? 
— Not a ha’porth. 

4393. Not about the petition? — No, he never 
spoke about the petition to the best of my 
opinion. 



4394. Did Mi'. O’Reilly ask you bow you 
were going to vote ? — No. 

4395. He did not ask you, aud you did not tell 
him? — No. 

4396. Was anything said about 21 days be- 
tween you and him ?— ^ 0 . 

4397. Not a word?— No. 

4398. Now nothing was mentioned about the 
petition ? — Not to tlie best of my belief, never. 

4399. Do you say no whisky was taken away 
from your house by anyone? — I say there was. 

4400. Who took whisky away from your 
house ? — I could not tell you. 

4401. Tell me some of them? — I could uot 
tell. 

4402. Was not some of the whisky on the 
orders taken away? — Yes. 

4403. How much of it? — I could not tell 
exactly how much. 

4404. About how much ? — Two or three 
young men before came and drank a couple of 
pounds worth, and took one pound’s worth 
away. 

4405. Two or three young men drank a 
couple of pound’s worth ofwhisky?— Two or three 
men came and took a gallon away witli them. 

4406. Do you know Govmley? — I do. 

4407. Did he take any away ? — He did ; it 
was not me gave it to Gormley. 

4408. Were not you tliere ? — No; I was not 
there. 

4409. Were you there when he took it away 
in a castor oil bottle ? — No. 

4410. Do you know James Gormley (Oyne) ? 
— Yes. 

4411. Did he get any drop? — No; I never 
gave him a bottle of wliiaky. 

4412. Who did you give it to takeaway to? — 
One of the young Gormicy’a had it from my 
missis. 

4413. Did you see the people take away the 
whisky yourself? — Yes. 

4414. Who was it? — It was not the Gorni- 
Icy’s took it away. 

4415. Who were they ? — Some young men. 

4416. Farmers’ sons in the neighbourhood ? — 
Some of them were. 

4417. How much used they to take home? — 
I could not tell. 

4418. What is the largest quantity you saw ; 
a gallon ? — I did not often see two gallons. 

4419. By some of the farmers’ sons? — It 
might be some of the farmers’ sons. 

4420. Do you know? — I do not know that. 
When a lot of young men come in who order 3 Z. 
worth of whlslcy I would give one or two of 
them it. I did not care where they took it. I 
wanted them to take it away, and not annoy the 
house. 

4421. All you wanted was for them to take 
the whisky? — I did uot care about it. 

4422. Was not James Gormley (Oyne) in the 
house ? — I did not see him drinking with any- 
body. 

4423. You got no orders from anybody else, 
except those two ? — Never'. 

4424. Did you hear any an'angemcnt about 
the horses ? — ilever. 

4425. Were you at the chapel the day before 
the poliii^, the Sunday ? — I was. 

4426. Did you hear Father Fitzgerald spew- 
ing to the men after chapel ? — I did not hear it ; 
I go to first mass. 

4427. How did you go to poll yourself? — I 
rode my own horse. 
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~ , >r >«.»• ,, from your district? — I saw some goiaff in, iu the O. Khihih 

Cross-examined by Mr. momino-. * 

4428. I see you are returned as a person bribed 4432. Before they went, would they call? — Yes, 30 March 
for your vote ; were you bribed for your vote ?— they would call for some bread, and then I would “ 70 . 
No,’l never presumed to do it, or even mentioned cut up a lot in some cases, and anyone^ that would 

the like. ^ gl^ss of whisky I would give it, and 

4429. I believe that district which you live in, tobacco : fliey were a poor lot of people, working 

Dunbe-^"cn, is a thickly populated distiict ?— with myself ; and if they had no means at all, I 

Yes. would give them tobacco. 

4430. It is uear Granard ? — It is seven miles 4433. They were generally non-electors and 

directly from Granard. yowng people ?— Yes, to the best of my opinion. 

4431. The young men who went into Gra- 

uarcl on the polling day ; did some of them come [The Witness withdrew. 



Edward Reillt, sworn; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



4434. Where do you live? — In Cooldoney. 

4435. Are you a voter? — No. 

4436. Wei-e were you on the polling day? — I 
was in the Market House by Granard part of that 
day. 

4437. Did you get any money from any person 
on the day of polling ? — I did. 

4438. From whom did you get it? — From 
Father Flanagan. 

4439. How much did you get? — About be- 
tAveeir 6 a. aud 7 a, 

4440. Did they tell you what yon were to do ? 
— They did not tell me ; I knew myself what was 
to do. 

4441. What did you do? — It was to keep me 
from being pinched and starving of hunger, me 
and a few electing men ivho could not get out. 

4442. Who were there? — One of the name of 
Gilligam. 

4443. Bernard Gilligam, ofClooiiagh ? — Yes, 

4444. And Edward Cashel? — Yes. 

4445. Where does he live ? — In Doora. 

4446. Who else? — M'Ginn. 

4447. He is a voter?— Yes; and another man, 
named Kiernam. 

4448. Is he a voter? — Yes. 

4449. Who else ; do you know Michael 
M'Cormick, of Ahbeylaxa? — Yes. 

4450. Is he a voter ? — Yes. 

4451. Thomas Smith, of Cloonagh; was he 
there? — Yes. 

4452. Thomas Cunningham, of Cooldoney; 
was he there ? — Yes. 

4453. Do you recollect any others besides 
those who were there?— There may have been 
more. 

4454. And Father O’Flanagan never paid them 
off ^vith 7s. ?— Father Flanagan had nothing to 
do with it. 

4455. Did not you tell me, a moment ago, that 
Father O’ Flanagan said it was to treat yourself 
and these electors? — No; Father O’Flanagan 
never said anything to me like that. 

4456. You knew yourself what it was for ? — 
Yes. 

4457. And knowing what it was for, you went 
and treated these men? — I went and treated 
myself and these men. 

4458. Was 7 a. the only money you got that 
day at all from any one ?— Yes. 

4459. Seven shillings? — Yes, 7 5. 

4460. Did you get any orders for drink ftom 
anyone ? — No. 

4461. Did Father O’Flanagan give you no 
orders for drink? — No. 

4462. Was 7 a. the onlymoneyyou got during 
the election time, altogether?— Yes. 
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4463. Were you ever drinking with any other Reilly. 

persons during the time of the election, except 

this one ? — No. 

4464. Where did you drink that 7 s. ? — I did 
not drink it at all. 

4465. What did you do with it? — I eat part 
of it. 

4466. Wheredkl you eat? — Inside the Market 
House. 

4467. What? — I went out, as soon as I got 
the money, and I got away out of the town ; aud 
when I got up the town I searched to get 
a place to get it. I went in, and had the money 
with me, and I got a few loaves of bread ; I 
called for the loaves of bread ; they were 6 d. 
loaves, and they charged me 8 d. a-piece for 
them. I spent 4 s. on loaves ; some of it was 
cut up, and more not cut up. I was glad to get 
it any way ; and if I got home and got out I 
would not ask anything at all; I had not far 
to go. 

4468. Did any otliers of the party get any 
money that day ? — Not so much as 6 £?. 

4469. Did you see anyone getting any money 
fi-om Father O’Flanagan that day ? — No. 

4470. Or from any {iriests ? — No more of them 
o-ot any money that 1 know of myself. I would 
not have wanted it if I got out. 

4471. Besides that bread which you got and 
paid for out of the 7 a., did you get any drink 
from any person ? — No, I got no drink, except 
what I had myself. 

4472. Did you get any drink or money, or any- 
thing during that day, except what you have told 
us ? — No. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

4473. You had not a vote ? — No. 

4474. Were you helping to take care of the 
men that had votes ? — "^at brought me in was 
this : I had plenty to do, and business coming in, 
and just for the place being so near-banded, I 
came in with one of the freeholders, to see how 
they dare go; as we were coming into Mmn- 
street he said, You come in here,” to^me, “ and 
we will get inside the court-house.” _ We wenti^ 
the fields ; I being known in the neighbourhood; 
and a few men came down, and would not let 
ns go on ; we went back, behind the court-house ; 
there is a private way to go in there, and the 
military was inside, and as we came down three 
or four fellows met us, with sticks ; aud they 
stopped us, and said, “ You will go no further 

you tell us who vou will vote Tor ; will you 
vote for John Martin?” " We will,” we said; 
and we got our ways in. I told a lie, your wor- 
ship, for I had no vote. So we got in then ; and 

m3 
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says I to tiie fellow, " You clo uot know this 
country ns well as 1 <lo; if you come with me, I 
will brill" you right.” I brought him iu, and 
when we came in they ran away when they saw 
the lioi-se military inside. With a great deal to 
do we got there, and stayed all night, up to nine 
or ten o'clock, and we were nearly starving. 



4475. That was the reason yon stopped in the 
coiu't-house ? — Yes, for safety, and nothii)" else? 
the freeholder dare not put out his iicad for fear 
of the stones. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



John Maxwell, recalled ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



4476. Did you yourself give any money during 
the election ? — Yes ; .after bank hours I advanced 
several sums of money. 

4477. Wliom did you give that money to? — 
I gave money to M'Keon. 

4478. How much money did yon give M'Keon. 
Is that John M'Keon? — ^es. 

4479. How much money did you give him ? — 
Indeed I think somewhat about 40/., it might he 
more or less, to himself personally, or upon his 
orders. 

4480. What were the orders? — Any order. 
If he came to me personally and desired money, 
I gave it him ; and. if he wrote an order, 1 would 
honour it. 

4481. Did he write many orders, in point of 
fact? — I think he did. 

4482. Were they for large sums ? — The largest 
sum was 40/., upon Father Reynolds’s orders. 

4483. What kind of orders were those from 
Ml'. M'Keon ? — I do not understand you. 

4484. How were they ch-awn ? — He came to 
me. 

4485. Tlie written orders. Did he come to you 
and say I want so much money? — Yea, and I 
gave it. 

4486. That was the nature of what he said? — 
Yes. 

4487. As to the wntten orders, did ho name 
the person who was to get them from you ? — I 
do not think he did. 

4488. Was it by cheque upon the bank? — A 
little scrap of paper. 

4489. What was on it ? — It might be, “ Give 
bearer so much.” The money was taken up by 
himself personally. 

4490. Still you paid him the money ? — I paid 
a lot of money away, when it could not be got 
out of the bank. 

4491. How much money did you give to Mr. 
M'Keon on orders? — I think, about 40/. 

4492. On written orders ? — No, to himself. 

4493. How much of it was on written orders ; 
was it 20/. ? — The first money I gave was 20/,, 
but that was to M'Keon, on ITather Reynolds’s 
oi*der. 

4494. Do you recollect any one order ; give 
us a sample that Mr. M'Keon himself ga^’e you ? 
— I think Mr. M'Keon came to me for the 
money, and any money lie asked for I gave him, 
because I had confidence in him. 

4495. Aad you gave him about 40/. in that 
way ? — Yes, I think so. 

4496. Did you give any money on Father 
Reynolds’s orders? — Yes, 20/. 

4497. Was that all? — That was all on cheques 
after bank hoiirs. 

4498. Upon whose cheques? — Father Rey- 
nolds’s. 

4499. How much money did you give Father 
Reynolds in that way ? — I cannot tell. I was 
often asked to cheque orders upon banks. 

4500. Did you give 200 /. to Father Reynolds 
at this election? — ^0. 



4501. £50?— No. 

4502. £.40? — Indeed it might be, or more 
than 40 /. 

4503. Did y«.(U give any other money to any- 
one else ?— No money at all to anybody except 
M'Keon and Father Reynolds. 

4504. You did not give away any money on 
your own account? — No. 

4505. Did you yourself on your oivn account, 
give orders for money, drink, or entertainment ? 
— No. 

4506. Am I to miderstaiid that the entire 
araomit of money you gave away was uot quite 
100/. ? — You arc speaking about money. 

4507. Yes? — You did not come to goods yet. 
It would not be 100/; no. 

4508. You know, from your account, that you 
gave away more money than 80/. except on 
cheques? — Not so much; if you send me a 
cheque, I will give you cash for it. 

4509. I mean for election purposes? — The 
election is a long while going ; we were bothered 
from the lOtii of December till the 4th of 
January. 

4510. During that time, was the whole amoimt 
of money you gave away, for what you believed 
to be election purpoacs, 80 /. ? — I do not think it 
even ainomitcd to that. 

4511. And it w.as entirely on orders ? — I never 
gave any money except to Father Reynolds or 
M'Keon. 

4512. Do I nndcretaiKl you to say, that if 
M'Keon liad given you any order of tliat kind, 
you would liavc given him the money? — Yes; I 
have implicit ounfidcnce in him ; if he wanted 
200/., I would give it to him. 

4513. On liis mvn nccoimt ? — Yes. 

4514. Did you give away any goods?— Yes. 

4515. What were they ? — About 40/. 

4516. What were they ? — I am Guinesa’s agent 
here ; a quantity of porter. I liave a wholesale 
license for porter and whisky. 

4517. To whom did you give the porter or the 
whisky ? — Some was given to people in the 
town to distribute on the 10th of December; 
the election was over, and Mr. Murtagli with- 
drew Marlin ; there were an immense number of 
people in the town, and they required refresh- 
ments, and it was suggested that they should get 
porter, and porter was given, and rightly too. 

4518. You tljought the election was over? — 
Y’es, indeed I did. 

4519. Who suggested it to you ? — It is very 
likely I suggested it myself. 

4520. Who did you suggest it to ? — I dare say 
Rev. Father Reynolds, or somebody else ; I "was 
very much disappointed. 

4521. After tfiat, did you give any whisky 
or porter ? — I think it was continued for nearly a 
month; those days were meeting days, the 10th 
of December, and every market day for nearly 
three weeks or a month, the town was crowded 
with people. It was absolutely necessai-y that 
we should have a Greville mob to counteract the 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TRIAL OF THE LOXGFORB COUNTY ELECTION PETITION. 



95 



violence of the ilartinites ; my house was broken 
into twice. 

4522. You gave the whisky for that purpose ? 
— It was given. 

4523. On whose orders ? — On M'-'Keon’s 
orders. 

4524. '^\‘a3 all the whisky tluat was given 
from the 10th of December to the polling day 
given on M‘'Keon’s orders? — I think so. 

452.5. Had you any orders from Father Rey- 
nolds? — No, I think not; I gave a great deal of 
whisky and brandy that I was not paid for, 
because I did not charge it. 

4526. How much brandy and whisky did you 
give away that you were not paid for? — If a 
fellow came into the parlour I would give him a 
glass of bi'audy. 

4527. "Who did you charge for all the other 
that you were paid for ? — It is all paid. 

4528. "Who oy ? — By cheque on the hank ; 
Father Reynolds paid 41 /. 

4529. "Whose was the cheque? — The Ulster 
Bank paid me. 

4530. "Was it Father Reynolds’s cheque ? — 
Father Reynolds’s cheque Avas 41 /. 

4531. Who paid you the rest? — James Max- 
well’s cheque, filled by Father Reynolds ; I was 
so cautious that I would not fill it myself ; the 
body of ibe cheque was filled by Father Rey- 
nolds. 

4532. "Was that cheque taken credit for in 
your sou’s account as expense agent? — Yes; in 
the general account. 

4533. It is so represented in the account? — 
Yes ; you can see the cheque yourself. 

4534. I want to know under what head you 
put it ? — Election expenses. 

4535. Was it car-hire? — Not at all. 

4536. "WHiat did you call this in the election 
account ? — Weil, I gave plenty that was not 
charged ; it was money I advanced on Greviile’s 
account. 

4537. When you put it in the election ex- 

? enses account, what rlid you call it ? — I am sure 
do not know, and so cautious was I that I 
would not fill the cheque myself. 

4538. You wanted Father Reynolds to cheque 
it ; it was written ? — Y es. 

4539. Did you assist your son in preparing hia 
election expenses account? — Certainly not; by 
no means. 

4540. Did you ever make out any account of 
the money you had expended as election expense 

S ent ? — No, not at all, except tlie block of the 
eqnes. 



4541. Then that 300 /. for which you had given 
cheques as election expense agent was ujt in- 
cluded in the election expense agents’ account, 
published in the newspapers? — I think so. 

4542. Wash? — Yes. 

4543. You mention that you had got a cheque 

for 41 1. ? — Yes, wo wanted a cheque of Father 
Reynolds, for 21 ; I let him be put in it. 

4544. No, but did not you say tlmt Father 
Reynolds p.aid a cheque of 41 /. ?— Yes; in the 
name of common sense, why not give t!ic money 
I lent for Grcvillc. 

4545. For what purposes was it lent? — For 
election expenses. 

Jlr. Justice Fifzffcrald.'] It ought not to 
be in his account at all. 

4546. Mr. Butt.] For what was that 41/. 
expended for w'hich your son gave tlie cheque ; 
was not it a cheque given for you to pay for 
goods? — No; my son did not have that cheque 
at alt. 

4547. Father Reynolds filled a cheque for rou, 
.and your sou signed it? — No; Fatlier Revnolds 
signed it. 

4.548. It is liis own cheque ? — Yes. 

4549. Did your son give you any cheque ? — 
Yes. 

4550. Forwhat?— For 76 /. 

4551. What was it for ? — Cash advanced, that 
I lent to M<=Keon and Father Reynolds. 

4552. Do I understand you to say that your 
sou, as election agent, gave you a cheque for 76 /. 
for money on account of the election ? — I think 
he did. 

4553. Have you auy doubt about it? — No. 

4554. For w’hat was that 76 1. ? — For cash 

wtoin ?-To M'Keon. 

4556. Was auy part of that 76/. leaving you 
for the goods you had given ? — Ves. 

4557. It was? — Yes. 

4558. C.au you tell me how much of that 76 /. 
was for goods, and how much was for mouey ? — 
I think there was upwards of 50 1. for cash that 
I advanced out of my pocket; the first was paid 
by Father Reynoldses cheque, quite irrespective 
of that. 

4559. '^^’asFatllerRcyuolds’s cheque for money 
or porter ? — For money and for porter that I gave 
when I thought the election was over, on the 
loth of December. 

4559.* It w.as paid by Father Reynolds’s 
cheque ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



J. Mazicell. 

30 ^Ja^cl1 
1870. 



John Wright, sworn ; Examined by Mr. 

4560. I UNDERSTAND that you keep an hotel have you kept any account of it ? — I sent an ac- J. Wright. 

at Ballymahon? — Yes. count of it to Mr. Reynolds. 

4561. Did you supply anything to .any person 456V. Can you tell me about bow nmeli you 

on account of the last election ? — did. supplied the first day ; I see that you were paid 

4562. On whose orders, or by whose directions? 115 /. by the expense agent on the 9th of March 

— On iny own account 1870? — The 115 /. includes everything. This is 

4563. What did you supply ? — I supplied lun- the first account {handing in the same). 

cheons, and a few dinners, and some refreshments 4567*. Who was there for lunch on that day? 
in the shape of da-ink. — Mr. Gieville’s staff 

4564. When did you commence to supply 4568. Who were they His agents and his 

them? — I think it was about the 10th of De- friends. 

cember. 4569. Surely they had a name ? — Yes. 

4565. Did anyone in the first instance speak 4570. Who were they? — Mr. Reynolds had 

to you about supplying theta ?— No. ' lunch there. 

4566. What did you supply the first day; 4571. On the lOtb, the day the meeting was 

178. M 4 going 
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J. Wright, going on here ?— No, that was the day of the 
meeting in Ballymahon. 

30 March 4572. i;\nio was with you?— A few gentlemen 
came out to the meeting that day. 

4573. ^Yho were they?— Father Reynolda 
and our own clergyman, Father iSinith ; I really 

cannot just say the number. 

4574. IVere there any other Roman Catholic 
clergymen there on that day? — I think FatJier 
Lee was there ; I am not very sure that he was 
tliere to lunch. 

4575. You know Father Lee ? — Yes. 

4576. Was he one of the clergy there at that 
time?— He was there that day. 

4577. "Was Father Lee sent away before the 
election, from the district? — He wa.s changed. 

4578. "Wiiere was he changed? — I could not 
tell where he was changed, but it was before the 
election. 

4579. Now will you show me the next account 
that you have ; I suppose you were directed to 
charge this to Mr. Greville-Nugent’s account ? — 
I was not. 

4580. Here is the next; “Ballymahon Hotel, 
February 15th, 1870; the Honourable Reginald 
Greville Nugent, 16th December, dinner 12 s., 
ale and porter 5 s., punch 9 s. 4 rf. who were the 
party that dined that day ; was it the same that 
had been lunching? — No, they went home at 
three o’clock, the dinner was at six o’clock. 

4581. Who was to dinner? — A few friends of 
Mr. Nugeut. 

4582. Who were they ? — I really canuot bring 
to memory ; I was backwards and forwai-ds 
tbrougli the yard. 

4583. Who partook of the dinner ? — John Hall, 
of Ballymahon. 

4584. Is that gentleman a voter ? — I think he 
is not a voter. 

4585. Who else was there? — There was a good 
many there; the fact is, the nine dinners was 
ordered for 12, and not more than four dined at 
the dinner. 

4586. Who ordered the dinner? — Mr. Tone 
Maxwell. 

4587. Do you recollect who did dine?— I Icnow 
all that dined. 

4588. And who else ? — Myself. 

4589. And who else ? — I think some others. 

4590. Ale and porter 6 s. ? — There were otlier 
parties. 

4591. Who were the people taking part in it ; 
w'ere they people of the town ? — People of the 
towun 

4592. Were any voters there ? — I think Mr. 
Hanley was there. 

4-59A You were discussing the prospects of 
the election ? — Yes, and taking a drop. 

4594. And making your arrangements to deter- 
mine to carry Mr. G're^'ille ? — We did our best; 
it was no blame. 

4595. Were any of the Roman Catholic clergy 
there that evening ? — No. 

4586. On the 19th of December, “ Punch, &c., 
4«. 4 d. who was drinking that ? — Afew of the 
town’s friends, and Colonel Greville’s friends, 
Ml-. Hanley and youug Mr. Maxwell. 

4597. Was not Mr. Hanley a voter? — No. 

4598. Was there a voter there at all ? — I think 
not. 

4599. John Mulnehin ? — No. 

4600. I see on the 19th, punch 4 s. 2 <f., 22 
punch, grog 6s., and so on; who was taking the 
punch and ale every night ? — Colonel Greville’s 
frieuds. 



4601. Were they the persons making the ar- 
rangements about the election ? — They were the 
committee. 

4602. Who were the committee ; were the 
clergy there the committte ? — No, not at that 
time, nor at any other time. 

4603. Who was on it ? — Bernard Hanley, 
William Miilvehln, Owen Muivchin, young hL. 
Maxwell, and six or eight of them there. 

4604. 1 sec the entire amount of tlie hotel bill 
is only 14 1. 18 s. 7 d. ? — It is not much. 

4605. I want to Icuow what is the difference 
between that and the 115 1. is for ? — I chai-ged 
80 /. for the use of my house. 

4606. From what day to what day ? — I sup- 
I)osc from about tho 34th to the day after the 
polling. 

4607. Who made the arrangement to give you 
80 Z. for your house; who hired it? — Mr. Reynolds 
did. 

4608. Did you see Mr. Reynolds before you 
came out on the 16th ? — I did not see him, but I 
had communication witli him. 

4609. By letter ? — Yes, by letter. 

4610. Have you got it about you ? — No, I have 
not 

4611. Did be name the sum? — No, learned 
the sum ; he wrote to me offering a certain price, 
and I would not take it, and I wrote back my 
terms, and be bad to accede to the terms, and I 
always got 100 J. before for it. 

4612. Were tlicre any orders given on yoiu- 
bouse? — Not one. 

4613. No orders at all ; by no one ? — Not one, 
nor I never gave a shilling to anybody. 

4614. How do you make up the amount? — 
Cai’-hirc is 17 /. 10 altogctlicr ; it makes 115/. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Seijeaut Armstrong. 

4615. What is your charge for car-hire for a 
d.'iy during an election ? — Twenty-five shillings, 
including driver’s fees. 

4616. On former occasions, I think you said 
you had 100 /. for your hotel during the election? 
— Yes, I got it from Colonel Wright on two 
occasions. 

4617. Do you consider that a fair charge, 
having regard to all the trouble and bustle? — 
I think it is a fair ohai’gc, and I would not have 
given it for 80 1. except to Mr. Maxwell. 

4618. You reduced your chai’ge to 80 1. on 
Mr. Maxwell’s account? — Yes, Mr. Thomas 
Maxwell ; I told him distinctly that I always got 
100 /., and I would not take less. 

4619. lie recommended you to take 20 Z. off? 
—Yes. 

4620. Did you ask 100 1. from Mr. Reynolds, 
the solicitor ? — I did not, because I saw this 
gentleman after I -wrote to him. 

4621. Have you been long in Ballymahon? — 
I was bred and born there. 

4622. Can you tell me whether your town and 
neighbourhood -n-as much distur'bed, and in a state 
of initation and annoyance during the election 
before ? — It was. 

4623. Do you know many voters in the neigh- 
bourhood ? — I do. 

4624. Were you in conversation with some of 
them in reference to -the coming election ?— In* 
deed I was not. 

4625. Were you in Ballymalion the day of me 
great gathering there ? — Do you mean the polling 
day? 

4626. The Thursday before that ? — Yes. 

4627. There 
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4627. There -n-as a very great gathering there, 
•was there not?— Yes, the Greville party were 
there. 

4626. "Were the other party there ? — Yes. 

4629. Do you know whether tlie Martinltes 
were considerably stronger? — There were a good 
number of them. 

4630. Are you able to say what district they 
came from? — The county of Westmeath.^ 

4631. Had they sticks with them? — Yes. 

4632. "Were they a formidable looking party .' 
— They were a large party, but it is the polling- 
day I mean. 

4633. On tiie polling-day, was there a very 
formidable array of these Westmeath men ? — 
Yes. 

4634. Did you think it was necessary to have 
a counteracting force of Grevilleites to bring the 
electors up to poll? — I would think so, and 1 con- 
sidered the military -vvere required besides. 

4635. Did they get the Grevilleites up to poll 1 
— To keen peace and order. 

4636. Has the town and neighbourhood been 
disturbed since the election in consequence of it ? 
— Ithas lately for a few nights. 

4637. Upon tliese occasions that the gentle- 
men either lunched or dined at your hotel, were 
they all of the rank of gentlemen who did so ? — 
There were a good many of them on Colonel 
Greville’s staff daily, clerks and so on. 

4638. Preparing for the election? — Yes; for 
instance, I was several nights up with them. 
I sent luuches and other things to the booth, and 
that was what swelled my bill a bit. 

4639. Did you ever see jMr. Stephen Joseph 
Jteany there? — I saw him in Ballymahon. 

4640. Was he agitating there ? — He seemed to 
be quiet enough. 

4641. Was he speaking?— He was sueakiug. 

4642. Who Avas with him ? — Mr. Sullivan. 

4643. And Mr. James Murti^h ? — Yes, it was 
tlieir pui-tv that came in first. 

4644. Hid you see that party coming into the 
town ? — Yes. 

4643. Was Murtagli, Meany, and Sullivan at 
the head of them ? — Yes. 

4646. Sullivan, Meany, Murtagli and coin- 

anv? — Yes, they stopped at my house that 

av. 

4647. Have you charged us for their drinking? 
— Ko, sir. 

4648. Did they drink anything themselves? — 
Tliey did, and I treated them myself ; we like to 
be good friends, and we hope to be good friends 
by-aud-by. 

Re-examined by Mr. Exham, 

5649. You say the day you saw Mr. Meany, 
there was a Greville pai'ty there that day ? — ?To, 
not then; there was hy-and-bv ; Sullivan’s party 
came In, and there was the otiier party. 



4650. Mr. Serjeant Armstrohf/ ] I would like *7. M'right, 

to know whetlier you recollect the dinner you had T7 i 
for Murtagh, Meany, and so on? — They had no ' 

dinner. ’ 

4651. They did not dine togetlier? — Yo. 

4652. Had they drink ? — They might have had 
a little dro]i togetliev. 

4653. Do you recollect them having brandy ? 

— They might have had some sherry. 

4654. Tliey did not have a tbrmal dinner? — I 
could not say wliether they had or not. 

4655. Mr. E.rhani.'] On the day you say you 
saw Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Meany coming there, 
were there many of them ? — I should say there 
was a good party; I think there was between 
4(10 and .500. 

4656. Were they hokliutc a nicetina: there? — 

Yes. 

4657. You heard Mr. Meany speak quietly ? 

— Yes. 

4658. Was there any disturbance till the 
Grevilleite party came up? — Xo, you cannot call 
it a disturbance ; there was no disturbance ; they 
were speaking against each otlier. 

4659. Who was speaking for the Grevilleite 
side: — Thev were speaking ruxm both sides. 

4660. spoke? — Mr. Tom Maxwell. 

4661. He was a Greville man? — Yes, the same 
as myself. 

4662. AVho spoke for the Mavtinitc party ? — 
ilr. Sullivan spoke and ilr. Mcauy spoke. 

4663. .-Vnd who answered them fi’om the 
Grevilleite side? — ’I'lierc was another young man 
named Kogan. 

4664. He was on the Greville side? — Yes. 

46.55. "Were there only two spokesmen on each 

side ? — There were three i>r four each side. 

4666. "Who else spoke on the Greville side ? — 

Everythiug was quiet tliat day, tlierc was no 
quarrel that day. 

4667. Kothing more took place till the day of 
the polling ? — No, every night after, there was 
some holloaing and scrimmaging both sides, but 
Maivin had the strongest of It- 

4668. I suppose you saw scrimmaging at for- 
mer elections? — Yes, I did indeed. 

4669. When tlie Colonel was up ? — I saw 
scrimmaging enough when Major Reilly was 

4670. At the time of the sevinuuagiug at 
Ballymahon, was there a large party on the 
Greville side ? — A good party. 

4671. Had not they sticks too? — Yes, plenty 
of them. 

4672. Each party had sticks? — Yes. 

4673. Which was the strongest ? — At one 
o’clock, after Martin’s pai-ty were let in, I think 
they were the strongest ; they were kept out by 
the military both ends of the town. 

[The Witness witlulrew. 



John Goemley (Jemmy), swom; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



4674. Dip you get any order for drink from 
anv of the clergy b^efore the election, or dm'ing 
the time of the election? — Not one. 

4675. Were you speaking at all to the Rev. 
Father O’Reilly?— I was. 

4676. Did you get any drink dining the 
election ? — I did. 

4677. Where? — In several public-houses. 

178. 



4678. What are the names of tlie public- 

houses ? — Charles Kinlan, Mike Hourican, and ' ‘ ' 

Joseph Smith's. 

4679. Take Charles Kinlan’s first. "Wlien 
was the first time that you were drinking in 
Kinlan’s? — I think New dear's Day. 

4680. Was that the first time you were drink- 
ing ? — Yes. 

‘N 4681. How 
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J.Oomleij. -iGSl. How luug were you cTriiiking there on 

Xew Year’s Day ? — An linur. 

i,o AJureh -1682. In The evening 'f — Yes- 
1870. 4683. Who was at Kiulnii’s when you were 

ih inkiiig?— I could not tell you. 

4684. Who else wiis therewith you? — I had 
jiiy brother with me. 

4680. What is his namo ?— Mike Gormley. 
I asked him over to take a drop ol' porter, and I 
went over and asked for a fjnavt of jiovtcr, and I 
paid for it. 

4680. I do not .ask wliat you paid for yourself : 
I ask about tlic occasions ui>on which you were 
dsinking in Kiulan’s ■\vithout ]>ayiug for it? — 
I never drank a drop during the election in 
Killian’s but I paid tor it. 

46b7. Did you drink any in Smith’s during the 
election without paying for if? — Yes. 

4688. What was the first occasion j'ou were 
drinking in Smith's witliouf paying for it? — I 
could not tell you. 

4681). Y'ou say the first time you drank in Kinlan’a 
was New Year’s Day; was i1 before or after that 
that you were drinking in Smith’s ?— Before. 

4690. How long before New Year’s Day were 
you drinking in Smith’s ?~T!ie day before, and 
ifew Year’s Day, both. 

4691. "Who were you drinking with in Smith’s 
on the day before New Year’s Day? — I could 
not tell; 1 was intoxicated at the time. 

4692. You were not intoxicated before you 
began to drink ? — I began to drink in Kinlau’s, 
and then i was intoxicated, and took into Smith’s. 

4693. Who were drinking ivith you in Kin- 
lan’s the day before New Year’s Day? — My 
brofher undtuo cousins. 

4694. What is the name of your brotiier? — 
Pat Gorniley. 

4696. Wli.at are the names of your cousins ? — 
James and John. 

4696. Was Jemmy Owen there? — I did not 
see him. 

4697. Or Micky Art? — No. 

4698. How long were you drinking at Iviulan’s 
house before you were overcome? — An hour or 
an hour and a-half; that was in the afternoon. 

4699. Was it whisky that you ivere drinking 
at Killian’s?— Yes, it was. I might have taken 
everytliing I got. 

4700. Who was paying for it? — I could not 
tell you. 

4701. Of course you did not pay for it? — No, 
I did not see any man pay for it. 

4702. Do you know where the money came 
from that paid for it ? — No. 

4703. You did not see any mau pay for it? — 
No, nor know from u’hat source. 

4704. You have no idea where it came from? 
— Not a bit. 

4’705. During the time of the election did you 
receive any mouey at all? — Not a penny, from 
begiimiu" to end. 

4706. From any person? — No, or persons. 

4707. Did you receive a sum of 5 s. at any 
time ? — Not one. 

4708. Was tliere ever a sum of 2 1. divided 

amongst you and others ? — N ever ; never was I by 
at a dnision of 2 1 1., or anything else ; but I 

was by where a deposit was made, and a balance 
of an order for whisky given to Joe Smith. I be- 
lieve it was under the balance of 1 1. 

4709. Who gave the order on Joe Smith? — 
I believe it was my brother gave the order ou 
Joe Smith. J do not know whether it was to 
Joe Smith or to his missus. 



4710. Whose order was it that he "ave to .W 
Smitli ? — I do not know. 

4711. Do you swear tliat you do not know who 
gave the order that your brother gave to Joe 
Smith ? — i sw'car I do not know who wrote the 
order. 

4712. Did your brother tell you whowTote it? 
— No. 

4713. Whose name was to it? — 1 tlo not 
know. 



^4714. Do you swear that you do not know?— 
Yes. 

4715. Have you a guess? — Ye.^. 

4716. Y'oii never asked? — No. 

4717. "What was the amount of it? — A «-alion 
and a-half of w'liisky, 1 /. I0.«., or agulloii; one or 
the other. 

47 18. Or both ? — One or the other for the 
town iaiuls. 

4719. For all of you in the town lauds? — Yes, 
after the election. 

4720. ! lid you ever receive a sum <jf mouey at 
all from Joe Smith? — I never received a sum of 
money from any man, from the begiuning to the 
cud of the election ; not a pound, shilling, or a 
penny. 

4721. From the balance of the money, you say 
you drank a gallon of whisky ? — I did not say 
tliat I drank a gallon of whisky. 

4722. I do not say so ; where was tlie balance 
of the money deposited ? — On the table. 

472.3. Wlio dcpo.?ited the money on the table? 
— The publican. 

4724. What publican ? — Joe Smith, 

4725. IIuw much did he deposit on tlie table? 
— I could not tell you tlic accurate amount. 

4726. What did he deposit it on the table for \ 
— ITc did not know himself, I think, 

4727. Who took it up? — Ten or 11 men took 
it up. 

4728. Did the whole 10 or 11 take up what- 
ever the money was to divide it? — They said to 
tliemselves, there was so much money given for 
drink and that they were not able to drink it, and 
since they were not able to drijdc it they woidd 
divide it in the other way. 

4729. Who were the men who divided in the 
other ^vay ? — Every man about the table. 

4730. Who were they ? — I could not nominally 
name them to you now. 

4731. Give us an idea? — They were boys of 
tlie town i and men. 

4732. "Who were the men ? — I could not nomi- 
nally name them to you now. 

4733. Try ? — I could not tell you. 

4734. Who were they? — I claimed the same 
as another the day after the election ; not a shil- 
ling of it was left and not drunk ; they said it 
was too much to drink without being intoxi- 
cated. 

47.35. This shilling then yon got out of the 
balance 'i — Yes. 

4736. Were you ever drinking in the fields 
near Granard ? — I took a draught of whisky 
coming out of Granard. 

4737. Was that out of a saucepan? — I could 
not tell. 

4738. What was it you drank it out of; was it 
a small saucepan? — We might call it, in our own 
line, a pitcher. 

4739. Where was it that you drained the 
pitcher ?— Outside. 

4740. Near Granard? — Convenient to Granam. 

4741. Before or after the polling ?— Before the 
polling. 

4742. How 
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4742. How long was it before the polling? — I 
do not know how many days. 

4743. How many people were there, t))C day 
tliey were drinking out of the pitclier? — To the 
best of niy opinion a couple of thousand ; I 
thought so in my huud^le opinion if tvas so ; but 
then I could not say certain. 

4744. They were all Greville peo])le, I suji- 
i,ose?— Yes, they were well intended to support 
Mr. Gi'evalle ; I believe all their designs were for 
Mr. Greville. 

4745. Where had you been before yon began 
drinking in the fields ; were yon in Granavd ? — 
Yes. ^ 

4740. Had there been a meeting there that 
day? — Y’cs, two parlies were speaking there that 
day. 

4747. As soon as the speaking was over, you 
retired to the fields near Grauard ? — Yes, as soon 
•as the .^peaking was over of the party 1 belonged 
to, we retired to Granard ; I do not know whether 
the sj)caking was over of the other people. 

4748. As soon as your sjieaking was over, j’oit 
entered the fields? — Yes, not expecting whisky 
at all. 

4749. Y"f)ii were agreeably surprised? — Un- 
expectedly I met the whisky. 

4750. W'hom did you see helping themselves 
in the fields of Granavd? — I do not know how 
many people helped themselves. 

4751. Whom did you see ladling the whisky 
out? — Several persons. 

4752. Tell me one? — I cannot tell you one 
from another ; there were several. 

4753. Did you see people from about your own 
towuland ? — 1 did not see any man from ]ny own 
townliind. 

4754. Whom did you see?- llsobody but my- 
self and my brother. 

4755. In the whole crowd of 2,000 people, can 
you tell me of any that were there except your- 
self and your brother ? — I could tell you several 
that were there from neighbouring towns ; l)ut 
fi'<im loy own tnwnland the only person I knew, 
besides myself, was my brother. 

4t5G. You had no difficulty in getting the 
whisky when you got there, had you? — Yes, I 
had a difficulty, because I had to contrive many 
plans to get a di'op at all. 

4757. IVas there such a demand for it? — I 
dragged it from n man's hand to get a drop at 
all. 

4758. How many jai-s did you see in the field 
that day ? — I saw two. 

47.59. I suppose y<iu were very anxious to get 
at it — I ^vere. 

4760. Wiiat size was the pitcher out of which 
you were drinking? — I could not tell you. 

4761. Did you get a good pull at it? — Ah, I 
got too much. 

4762. Besides drinking at Smith's, and drink- 
ing on the roadside in the way you mentioned, 
were you at any time during the election drinking 
ill Joe McGladcs ? — Yes. 

4763. When were you drinking in McGlades? 
— One night, a dro}) of whisky liad been taken 
there. 

4764. Where did it come from? — I cannot 
tell. 

4765. Did not you hear where it came &om? 
—Yes. 

4766. Where? — I heard it came from the 
public-house of a man of the name of Hirlan. 

4767. Who were at the chinking of the 
178. 



whisky in McGlades? — Tliere were some cliii- 
dreu there. 

476S. I do not ask you about the children, the 
grown-up children, you mean ? — They were the 
]> 60 ]ile from the towuliinds. 

4769. Did you ever see any orders given or 
signed by tiic Bev. Mr. McGaver? — No. 

4770. And given to any person? — Nu, never. 

4771. Were youiu tliechajiel the dnytliat Brier- 
ley's name was mentioned? — Yes, I wa.s on that 
day. 

4772 Did you hear the Bev. Mr. Fitzgerald 
asking for soiiie person to point out Brieiiey 'r — 
No, not a word. 

4773. What did the Bcv. Mr. Fitzgerald aay 
about Brieiiey? — I could not tell. 

4774. What did ymi hear him say? — Not a 
single word. 

4775. liuw do you know, you were in the 
chapel ; if you did not hear his name mentioned, 
how do you know tliat ? — I was in the cliapel, 
but 1 heard the people say that his name was 
mentioned. 

4776. You did not hear it yourself? — No. 

4777. Were you tiieperscm that pointed Brieiiey 
out to Fatlier Fitzgerald ? — I was not. 

4778. IVlio pointed him out? — My brotiier. 

4779. How do you know ? — He told me sc-. 

4780. Wliat is your brothers name ? — Mick 
Gormle}' James. 

4781. He pointed him out as the person who 
put up that placard? — Yes. 

4782. Were you at the sermon"? — No; you 
are not aM-are that we have two masses in that 
chapel. 

4783. I do uiulei-stand that jierfectly, whicl: 
mass -were you at ? — It was at nine o'clock. 

4784. And you were not at the second mass at 
all?— No. 

4785. During the election about the time of 
the nomination, were you ever up at Father Fitz- 
gerald's house at all? — I was, several time.s. 

4786 What took you up there ? — I heard that 
Father Fitzgerald was assaulted in the town of 
Granard one clay, when some person or per»oi^ 
Avere talking about Jlr. Martin, and that he 
opposed the tjuesfiem, and that he Avas assaulted. 
I Avas very sorrj- to hear that he Avas assaulted, 
and I Aveni up to Icnow the certainty of it ; he did 
not tell me that he Avas assaulted. Init I was sorry 
to hear he Avas assaulted, and I intended to aid 
and assist him to the uttermost of my poAier 
against auA of ihose parties aa Iio might attempt 
to assault him afterAvarcls. 

4787. Did you go up to look at him? — No. 

4788. hen you went up to learn whether he 
Avas assaulted or not. did you make it your busi- 
ness to ask Avhether he Avas assaulted or not ? — I 
did not. 

4789. What rook you there at all ? — To knovv 
the certainty. I Avas told bA' a neighbuiir that 
he bad been assaulted 5 I du\ not ask him jier- 
sonally. 

4790. Then you went up there because you 
AA'ere told bv a neighbour that he Avas assaulted? 
—Yes. 

4791. I thought you said, having heard before 
you left borne that he Avas assaulted, you went 
up to hear the truth of it ? — Yes. 

4792. Did yon go in the house at all after a 
neighbour told you that Father Fitzgerald had 
been assaulted ? — I was in the house, and a neigh- 
bour told me. 

4793. Had you heard about his being assaulted 

K 2 before 



J. fF6?»l/ey. 

CO Marc'; 
’8rc. 
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J.Gormhy. before you went lip ? — Yes, it was Father Fite- 
gerald’s own house. 

30 March 4794. Do yon recollect who else ivei'c at Father 
1870. Fitzgerald’s the clay you went up? — It was at 
night. 

4795. IVho else were there ? — James Mulligan, 
and I asked my brother to go up with me. 

4796. Did he go ? — Yes. 

4797. He was anxious about him too ? — Yes, 
and sorry. 

4798. Had Mulligan gone to see whether 
Father Fitzgerald had been assaulted? — I could 
not tell you Mulligau’s ideas. 

4799. How long did you remain after you 
heard Father Fitzgerald was assaulted? — I might 
remain an hour. 

4800. What were you doing when you re- 
mained ail hour ? — Standing at tlic door. 

4S01. Was there any drink going on at all ? — 
There ivas. 

4802. "Whci brought the drink ? — I could not 
tell. 

4803. Was Father Fitzgerald there with j'ou ? 
— Yes, he was. 

4804. Was he there when you were there ? — 
Yes; he came into the kitchen. 

4805. Was the drink tliere when you went in? 
— There n-as a decanter of whisky on tlie kitchen 
table. 

4806. And Mulligan was the only person you 
saw ? — And the girl of the house. 

4807. Did any other persons come up to Father 
Fitzgerald’s after yon and your brother went in ? 
— Not to my knowledge. 

4808. Could they liave come without your 
knowledge? — Not while I was in the house. 

4809. Have you a horse ? — I have. 

4810. M'as tue horse in Granard the day of tlie 
polling? — He was ; and two days before the 
polling. 

4811. Did you drive him in yoiireelf the day 
of the polling ? — I did not. 

4812. Who drove liim in? — Mick Gormley. 

4813. Had you heard what Father Fitzgerald 
had said about the 17. for the horse? — I had 
not. 

4814. You were not there? — I was there, but 
I did not hear Father Fitzgerald say a word. I 
was standing beside him, and I did not bear him 
say so. I believethe story tobe credible, because 
I was as near him as any pei’son, and I did not 
hear liim say it. From some tilings that I heard 
during the election, I believe tliere was probably 
incredulous stories passing during the election, 
and I believe it was not truth. 

4815. F.ather Fitzgerald did not say anything 
about the horse ? — I believe not ; I was standing 
beside him, aud I did not hear him. 

4816. I thought you said you were not at 
second mass at all? — That is not the day you 
meant me to be at second mass ; you asked me 
was I at second mass the day Brierley was spoken 
of, and this is the day before the polling you are 
asking me uow about. 

4817. Were you at second mass the day before 
the iiolling ? — Yes. 

4818. Were you always attached to Father 
Fitzgerald’s skirt from the time he left the house 
till he went home ? — No, I was not always 
attached to Father Fitzgerald’s skirt from the 
time he left the house till he went home. 

4819. Were you there while he was addressing 
the people? — I cannot say but this, tliat he asked 
the voters to go in. a party by themselves, and 



the nou-Yoters by themselves, to see the number 
of voters. As he was a new curate comiutr into 
the pavisli, be did not understand how many voters 
miglit have been in tlic parish; tliat was my 
belief. I do not know what might be your belief 
on tlic cpicstion. It was my belief that Father 
Fitzgerald did not know how many voters mio-ht 
have been in the pavisli, nor did lie know I 
was a voter myself; that is my impression. 

4820. 'V\'’crc you there the whole time tliat 
Father Fitzgcrnld was addressing the people, 
from the time he cmnincuced till he ended?— I 
ivas in the yard when Father Fitzgerald com- 
menced to address the jicople, and was not Icavino' 
the chapel till it ended ; I was in the chapel yarct 

4821. And you could hear what he said? I 

heard some of ivhat lie said. 

4822. Did ho give any directions how they 
were to go to vote ? — I did not hear it. 

4823. Did he say anything about it whatever 
at all ? — Not that I heard. 

4824. I thought you said he told the voters to 
go by themseh’es, and the non-voters by them- 
selves ? — I only took one man’s word ; I cannot 
speak to the truth of what the man said. 

4825. Did you hear anything with your earn 
yourself? — I only heard Father Fitzgerald say, 
“ Let the voters go by themselves, and the non- 
voters by themselves.” So he said to a number 
of voters, and then the crowd thickened about 
him, and he could not make a selection of the 
voters from the non-voters ; the ci’owd was so 
strong, and anxious to hear what he was saying, 
and he could not make a selection lietween the 
two parties. 

4826. That is .all you heard ? — Tliat is all I can 
remember. 

4827. What is the least price you get for a 
horse by the day in this part of the world? — I 
can sometimes make 9a. a day, and 12s., and 13s. 
a day car liire. 

4828. Do you generally earn or charge for the 
day9s. ? — I got 12s. for canying Crown prose- 
cutors into tins town. 

4829. How often have you been paid 12 s. for 
your horse ? — Once. 

4830. What is the lowest you ever got for your 
horse for a day ? — I never charge a neighboiu' 
anything for my hovse. 

4831. What could you get a horse in your part 
of the world for the day for, if you wanted uim 
to drive for a day ? — I cannot tell, for there are 
different prices in the country. 

4832. About how much? — Fi'om 4s. Qd. to 
2 s. 6i7., according to the couditious of supporting 
the horse aud net supporting the horse ; and if I 
start at eight or ten o’clock in the morning, till 
five or six in the evening, supjiovting the man and 
the horse. 

4833. Two siiillings and sixpence if you sup- 
port the man and horse, and 4s. 6d. £f you do 
not? — I never knew a man to have employed a 
horse in the country but who supported the nian 
aud the horse ; I cannot tell what the man might 
charge. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

4834. You are a voter? — Yes. 

4835. I see you ai'C returned here as having^ 
been bribed ; were yuu ever bribed ? — Never ; 
there is no occasion for bribery. _ 

4836. You never committed bribery? — No; I 
was resolved, at the risk of my life, to support 

the 
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the contest on my otvn opmion ; I tvonht forfeit , 4S56. That is the way it '.liens npon the road J.-GmU,. 
my life in the contest on my own opinion : I did trom Granard to Longford f Yes, certaiiUy. March 

not care what any man did, and I never cared if 48o , . -N nw going np m front of the hotel, you 3<> March 



not care what any man did, and I never cared if 4857. Xnw, going np in front of the hotel, you 
any man spoke ao-ainst Mr. Greville or the county so up along the mam street to wliere the police 
of' LuiiCTrord: I would support the county of barrack is at the head of the town r'—ies. 
Lonafo'd and an l.onc-si man's son i I had infra- 48oS. Gallows Hill is where you come on the 
mation that Mr. Martin was in Ireland in former leit leaving Gmnard^to go to Longtoi-d; that is 
dav« and I believe he was in Ireland as an enemy the Gallows Hill?— Yes. 

-no! nt ihf risk of mv life I would 4839. There is a back way les. 



to "the country, and at the risk of my life I would 
hazard my life as a supporter of young Ireland, 
or against Feniauism. 

4837. Do you know Mv. titephen Joseph 
Mean\’ ? — I never saw him to mv knowledge. 

.sn.Vr, I .1 ..*• 1,:.-, D t l.rro../l ,.f him 



Mr. Justice Fitzfferald.1 I do not under- 
stand the importance of the local position. 

4860. Mv. 3IcLaHffliIan.^ Did the Martiuite 



483"8. Or heard of him? — t heard of him mob go round by a' hack way to intercept the 

Greville voters when they were going towards 

4839. Y'ou polled in Granard that day at the Longford ?— I am sure they took the back way, 

risk of your life ? — Yes, at the risk of iny life ; I because they were not able to come on the road 
was sti-'uck with stones. ' we occupied, and then they took the back way 

4840. Tell ns how your life was in danger, as and met us going home. 

you believe, when you' were struck with a stone 4861. That was what was called the Battle of 
on the day you poll'ed ; your mental condition we Gallows Hill ? — Yes. 

take as proved ; tell us' the exterior facts; you 4862. How did it happen?— They attempted- 
went in to Granard to vote ; what happened wtieu to throw stoues so quick that we could not leave 
you iveiit in to vote ? — Attempting to go in to the road : we got vexed, and forfeited our lives 
pass mv vote, is that what you want ? and routed them from the ground they possessed. 

^ 48-n". Yes; what happened then?— I got a 4863. Was this before or after they had 
heavy stroke with a stoue In the left shoulder come round the back way by the constabulary 
frora'the Martiuites. ban-ack ; after this, when were you first attacked t- 

4842. Was that before you voted ? — Before I — When the Greville party were first attacked, 

' they came up the back way out of the town. 

4843. Was it in the streets of Gi-auard that 4864. Who did?— The Martinite party, and 

you were struck on the back with stoues ?— At they were replsed, though the Greville party 
the entrance going into the market-house. were dii'ided by the cavalry ; they were repulsed- 



voted. 

4843. Was it in the streets of Gi-auard that 



you were struck on the back with stoues ?— At they were replsed, though the Greville party 
the entrance going into the market-house. were dii'ided by the cavalry ; they were repulsed- 

4844. That is near the hotel ?— That is close down a back lane, when we attempted to come 



to the liotel. home in a peaceable and orderly manner; after- 

4845. Were there many of the Martiuite mob wards they came in tlie fields before us, in order 

there at that time ?— Not many at that time ; we to stop us/and they were repulsed on the ground, 
had the soldiers between us and them. meeting what they did not expect. 

4846. The soldiers were protecting you? — 4865. At the tune of that encounter between- 

No, I do not think they were necessary for the you and the Alartlnites who had come round the 
protection of us, because -we had three times Uie liack way, were there any military there ?— The 
uavly to put them off the street, but the soldiers cavalrv were there ; I saw the cavalry there, 
kept us from pressing upou them. 4866. Where were the c^-alry at the time the 

4847. When you say at that time, I gather battle was going on at Gallows liill — llie 

from you that later in the day the Martiuites got cavalry was going on, and the action was going 
stronger? — Yes; from difierent counties. on. 

4848. For example, Westmeath ?— It was dis- 4867. Were the cavalry on the same road where 

courao-ino- to any voters in the county to see what the Grei-ille people were ?— The cavalry were on 
was neve'i- customary in Longford, iuen to come the road, while the people were tlirowing stones 
o. *. *.> f.M.na itiAs liiaonno- rmfi another. 



from different counties to force 
and stoues. 



and beating one another. 

4868. Was it at that part of the action that the 



4849. What counties did they come from ? — I military fired ? — The time the military fired was 
saw men weariu'r crrcen ribbons whom, they said, after leaving the action that I first witnessed. I 
were from Westmeath; I knew several from believed that it had been over, and, coming on 
Cavan • many of my own friends ; first cousins. the road, I heard the shots belimd me. 

4850. But on the wrong side?— They were 4869. How long was it after the action^ ot 

misled ; it is my own opinion. Gallows Hill ?— Ten or fifteen imnntes. 1 think 

4851. Wliat time that day didyouvote? — I Father Fitzgenild went on the road and asked the 

cannot tell the hour of the day. ' people to come home and never imiid the people. 

4852. Was it before noon ?— I believe it was. Father Fitzgerald said go. I left the horse on 

4853. What time did you leave Granard that the road, and dismounted my owm horse, and i 

t^av ? I could not tell the hour of the day, but I went back to fight, and when 1 <?ot ba^_ agaiu I 

think between three and four o’clock. got on my horse, when I found h ather Fitzgerald 

4854. Now, attend to me, if you please; the ordered every pei-son home and nevermind, i 



hotel aud the market-house .are close together ? — 
I think they are attached now. 

4855. There is a back way of getting into the 
yard, behind the hotel ? — Yes. 



came back, "and was three-quartei's of a mile 
when I heai-d the shots. 

[The AVitness withdre-w. 



Miss Mary Reynolds, sworn; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



4870. Where do you live? — Cooloherty. 

4871. I believe you keep a pnblic-house?- 
Yes. 



4872. Did vou get any orders for drink Miss 
at the time of the election, or before it? — il. Reynolds^ 
Y es. ^ . - 

4873. Did 
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Mias 4873. Did you give dt'ink iij)oii tlutse mulers ? 

M. Re>/7U)lds. — They ivcre verbal order.-i. 

“ 4874. They wci'cnotovilers? — Fatiiov MeCTaver 

30 1 arch -yp jiomc drink to tlie boys who were 

^ going ill for Mr. Grcvillc. 

4S7o. Ai'e you in his parish? — Yes. 

4876. Jfmv will yon tell me. a.s nearly as yon 
can, when he gave you tiiat order? — The last 
week of tlic j’car. 

4877. Tlie week before tiie polling'? — Yes. 

4878. That was after Christinas? — Yes. 

4879. Was it the last week? — Yes. 

4880. '\Fas it before or al'ter Christinas Day? 
— I could not saj'. 

4881. Have you been paid? — Yes; I got 20/. 

4882. Who (lid you get that 20/. from? — 
Father McCfavcv. 

4883. How much drink did you give? — My 
bill was 73/. ; but he made ohjection to it. 

4884. Did yon make out your bill truly and 
cnnscicijtionsly to the best of your judgment? — I 
made it out as iveil as I could. 

488.0. Had you kept an account of tlie drink 
which you gave? — Yes, as well a.s I possibly 
could. 

4886. Without giving us it accurately, did you 
give ahoiu 75/. worth or value of drink? — I 
(jould not say that. I was not really sure. 

4887. Was that the host approach you could 
make to the amount of drink you gave ? — Yes, to 
the iDOSt of my opinion it was a lair charge. 

4888. Do you rcinemher the day of the poll- 
ing?— Yes, I do. 

4889. Did you give any drink after the elec- 
tion wa.-* over? — No ; I did not. 

4890. Kane after tlic election -was over? — 
No. 

4891. Did you give auy on the clay of the 
polling? — Yes; I gave the hoys what I was 
oi-dered to give them; F.itlier MeGaver ordered 
me til give them two glasses of sjiints to the 
boys that -was going in for Mr. Grcvillc ; three 
if they could loeav it ; it was the day tiie boys 
were going in fur Mr. Grcvillc. 

4892. At what liour of the day did you give 
the whisky on that morning ?— I could not say. 

4893. Was it early in the morning? — Yes. 

4S94. Was it before nine? — Yes. 

489.3. Did you give anyone three glasses of 
wliisky at that liour of the morning? — No; the 
day beiorc they got some; that morning they 
liad only one glass. 

4896. Did anyone on that morning take three 
glasses of ivhisky ? — Not one. 

4897. Did anybody take two? — I could not 
say. 

4898. How many persons did you give glasses 
of whisky to? — I could not say. 

4899. Were there lUO ? — I could not say that. 

4900. How did you charge that ; you do not 
know liow many there were?— There were some 
for days before that. 

4901. Rut on that morning were there 100? — 
I could not say. 

4902. Do you believe there were 100? — I 
cannot sav ; they came some now and soineagaiu. 

-1903. H()w early in the day did they begin 
to come ? — They came about seven o’oloolc. 

4904. How long did they continue to come ? — 
I could not say. 

4905. Were there any came in tlie evening’ — • 

No. “ 

4906. What part of the town ; were they coming 
into Granard? — Yes. 



49H7. Did none of litem get dnnk coining out? 

— No, not any. ® 

4908. Were tiicy walking or ridimv, m- 
did they came ilicrc ? — They were all walkincr! 

4909. Nunc Ilf them riding ? — No. ° 

4910. There were not any in ears? — No. 

4911. Did you sec Mr. hIcGavcr the inorniirv 

uf the pulling' ? — Yes. ° 

4912. rtluiikyim .said the day lieforc. some 
people gut drink at ymir house?— Yes. 

4913. Did many people get three glasses of 
whisky on the .Simday ? — Tliey might get It, srnne 
of them. 

4914. How did they drink the whisky at vmti' 
house? — They wuiikl got So much, and have it 
amongst themselves. 

4913. Y’liii gave a man a jug of whisky and he 
took it out? —Yes ; lie said there were so main- 
outside, and I would endeavour to get him to 
take it out. 

4916. You ilid not distribute it to them?— 
Sometimes T did. 

4917. What kind of ve.sscl luul you to give it 
them ill? — All in jugs. 

4918. How many jugs ? — Jugs that iudd two 
quarts of ivhisky and sonic a pint. 

4919. Did you fill any jug that Iicld twoquarts 
of whisky ? — Yes. 

4920. Ami gave it to the man to take out? — 
Yes. 

4921. Wa.s it in your house or on the road 
that they drank it? — Sonic drank it in the house 
and more drank it at the door. 

4922. Wa-s it the same thing on the Sunday? 
— -\o; tlicrc was not the same thing on the 
Sunday, they did got some. 

4923. Was the drink oil Sunday drunk ia 
your house or outside your house? --Some was 
drunk in the Iiouse. 

4924. Was there a crowd about the door wiiea 
you were giving this whisky? — Yes; the morning 
tliey were going in. 

492.3. Will you deseriho, as well as you can, 
the way youguA'C thcwliisky 011 the morning of 
the ]H)lling? — I liavc told you. 

4926. A man ciuucin and said, “ Give me some 
whisky, tliere arc so many outside ”? — Yes. 

4927. .\nd you gave it? — Yes. 

4928. You did not know how many were 
outside? — I could know every one of them. 

4929. Did you know every one of them ? — I 
think if I looked at them. 

4930. Did you look at them ? — Yes. 

4931. Tell me who got ivhisky from you? — 
On that day there tviis a hoy nainccl John 
McGuiunesa. 

4932. Anybody else ; did you give lum 
whisky? — Yes; to divide. 

4933. Who were they ; tell me auy person that 
McGuinuess divided whisky with? — They all 
lived round the place. 

4934. Tell me the names of auy of those that 
he divided the whisky with ? — Two boys of the 
name of Farlowe. 

4935. Anyone else? — John McGuumess. 

4936. "Wliere did he live ? — Cooloherty. 

4937. Does he live by himself, or has he a 
father ? — Ho has a father. 

4938. Was his fatlier with him ? — No, his 
father 'was not there. 

4939. Wliat did you charge for a glass of 
whisky ? — A glass of spirits is 3i d. 

4940. That w'ould be 80 glasses for 1 /• ? — 
Yes. 

4941. How 
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4941. How many glasses of whisky flid you 
give out to make out the 75 /. ? — I caimot say. 

494:2. Did you give out 5,000 '( — I cannot tell 
that. 

4943. Do you know that if you charged 75 
you must ha\'e given out 6,000 gla.'ses of 
whisky ? — 1 am not really sure, hut I just said 
that. 

4944. How many hogsheads liad you in your 
house ? — I could not say. 

4945. Did you know the qu.antitv of whisky 
you had in your house ? — Of course 1 did. 

4940. How much whisky did you use in your 
house during the weel^, from the time vou got 
the order till the day of the jjolling? — 1 coiild 
not tell you, for I had no account ofit. 

4947. ' Do you remember what whi-slcy you 
had iu your house iu tlie beginning, liad you any 
at the end ofit? — Yes. 

4948. "Were you drank out entirely? — I was 
nt>t. 

4949. \Yas all the whisky you gaA C drank in 
yoitr house? — Drank inmy house. 

4950. And none taken away ? — Not a drop. 

4951. Did you give money to anybody? — 

4952. I^'as not there drinkiug every day of 
the week, from tlie time you got the order till the 
polling day ? — There was for a week or a fort- 
night ; on tlie second day he told me not to gi^'e the 
electors a glass of spirits, and I did not. 

4953. How do you know that ? — Because 1 
knew all that came. 



Cross-examined by Mr. yerjeant 

4954. I believe the priests’ directions were to 
give the non-electors going into Granard the 
whisky? — Yes. 

4955. lYbenyou said the boys that were going 
in, did you mean the non-electors ? — Yes. 

4956. You never gave an elector whisky ? — 
Jso. 

4957. You knew who they were? — Yes, every 
one of them. 

4958. Have you anybody who assists you in 



your business ? — None but myself ; my father, but Miss 

he is not able to do anything. 

4959. Do you keep any regular books '! — Yes. 

4960. In what way did' you keep any account 

during tlie election tuue ; did you keep a parti • ' 

cnlar account? — Yes; I did. 

4961. And tliere was a great deal of confusion 
and hurry at the time? — Indeed there was. 

4962. Did yon enter it every day ? — t every 
day. 

4963. You did not euter eacli day -what was 
given out ? — Mo. 

4964. Then you entered it cverv two or three 
days, to the best of your recollection? — i entered 
the first day. 

4965. And you never made an entry after that 
till tlie election was over? — Xo. 

4966. Then you put it down to the best of your 
vecollection ? — Y’es. 

4967. Did you, from the first election chinking 
at yotir house, till the election was over, get in a 
new sujiply ? — Xo. 

4968. It was old stock ? — Y’es. 

4969. Can you tell me liow many gallons you 
had in the house from the first clay of the election ? 

— I cannot. 

4970. Xov you do not know bow many you 
had when the drinking was over? — No. 

4971. Y"ou just gues.sed it as well as you could 
about the 75 /. ? — Yes. 

4972. Is tlie water good in that neighbour- 
hood ? — Yes. 

4973. It mixes very wholesome there? — Yes. 

4974. Y’on mentioned a young fellow of the 
nauie of McCTitinness, dividing the whisky? — 

Yes. 

4975. Ho is a very decent young fellow that? 

— Yes. 

4976. A haudsome-Iooking fellow? — Y’es. 

Ee-examined by Mr. 

4977. Y'ou were asked, is the water good in 
your ueighbourliood ? — Y’es. 

4978. Is it so strong as to take two whiskies 
to make a punch ? — I cannot say. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 



Owen JT'Glade, swoi-u; E.vamiiied by Jlr. Exham. 



4979. You are a voter for the countv? — 
Yes. 

4980. And you voted at the last election ? — 
Yes. 

498]. For Mr. Greville? — Yes. 

4982. Did you vote iu Longford ? — Y’es. 

4983. Did anybody come into Longford with 
yon, wlseu you were going to vote ? — I think a 
number came with me, but none brought me. 

4984. ^Vho did you come in with the clay be- 
fore the poll into the town ? — It was the Sunday, 
the day before. 

4985. Yes ? — I came in on the Sunday evening. 

4986. Who came in with you ? — A number : 
I cannot remember. 

4987. "Were there a number of other voters 
came in with yoti ? — Yes. 

4988. How did you come in, did you walk ? — 
Xo, I came in on a car. 

4989. "Who came on the cai’ with you? — Ano- 
ther voter, and some of the boys sitting on the 
other side of tlic car. 

4990. Do YOU know the Eev. Mr. Duffv ? — 
Well. 

178. 



4991. Did he come in with your party? — I o.M‘Glade. 

believe be did. 

4992. Did not you see him?— I saw him. 

4993. Did you see him collecting the party? 

—Yes. 

4994. Where did he collect the party? — At 
Drumlisli. 

4995. What o'clock did he begin to collect 
them ? — I cannot tell that, 

4996. Aliout what time did you first see him 
there ? — I saw him when he was reading the first 
mass in the moruiiig. 

4997. Did he give directions at the mass, for 
the voters to meet him after chapel? — Y’es. 

4998. YVliere did you meet him after chapel, 
when he was collecting the \'Oters; where did 
YOU first meet him ? — 1 had seen liim in John 
Reynolds’ liouse. 

4’999. The publican ?—Y-es. 

5000. Y^Yiere was lie in tlie house there ; was 
he iu the back room I — I do not know about the 
back ivioms or front rooms. 

5001. Was he in any of the rooms in the house 
there ? — Y’es. 

N 4 5002. What 
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,1(102. Wliiit i'oi>m was it? — I cannot say. 

5003. Dll you know the public-liouse? — Well. 

5004. "Wlio was in the room with liini when 
you wont, ill !' — He was not there wlieii I went 
in; he oi'tlercil tJie voters to go into Mr. Rey- 
nohls; I was one of them. 

5005. How many went in? — I cannot recollect. 

5006. About how many; 10,20? — I will not 
answer that question. 

5007. Was there one? — I do not know. 

5008. Was tliere two? — I do not know. 

5005). Do you swear tliat he did not nslc two 

voters to go in ? — They were not all voters. 

501U. How many were there ? — I think, 20 
>or 30. 

5011. Did the voters get anything wiien they 
•went into the room, or while they were in the 
.room ? — Get what ? 

5012. Did you get whisky in the room? — I 
.did not. 

5013. Did you see whisky in the room? — I 
'did. 

5Q14. Who did you see drinking it? — Many 
persons. 

501‘5. Did you see the voters drinkinsr it? — 
Yea. 

5016. Did you drink anything yourself? — No. 

5017. You took nothing ? — No. 

5018. Was Mr. Duffy in the room? — There 
are two Mr. Dice's. 

5019. Father T'elix Duffy, the gentleman you 
heard order the voters into the room? — Yes, I 
saw liim there. 

■5020. While the whisky was there ? — No. 

5021. How long were the voters in the room, 

■while they drinking? — I cannot say how loinv 
they were there. ° 

5022. Some time? — It was some time. 

5023. Did you bring anything aivay witli you 
from the house, on the car, with you?— Mention 
what you mean. 

5024. A bottle of whisky?— I brought some 
whisky. 

5025. From Reynolds’ house I — Yes. 

5026. A bottle of whisky? — No, I will not 
say that. 

5027. What else was it? — yome whisky in a 
bottle- 

5028. They brought you a bottle ?— Yes. 

5029. And drank it on the way i — No. 

5030. What did you do with it ? — I gave it to 
the men on the car. 

6031- And took some yourself? — Yes. 

5032- Did you see any one get any money at 
Reynolds’ that day? — No. 

5033. Now, think ? — No. 

6034. Did you see any policeman coming in 
tl:ere ? — Coming where? 

5035. Coming into tlie room ? — No. 

5036. Did the voters all set out together from 
Reynolds’ house ? — 1 believe they were all on 
cars. 

5037. Did the Rev. Felix Duffy come in with 
you ? — Not with me. 

5038. Did he come with tlie party? — I cannot 
answer that. 

5039. Did you see him on the road as yoti 
were coming in?— Coming to where? 

5040. To Lon^ord?— Yea. 

5041. How did he come in? — On a car. 

5042. Was he at the head of the procession ? 
— No. 

5043. Where? — Behind; -within two or tlmee 
carviageg of the last. 



5044. Were you near him, or were you at the 
commencement of it? — He jiassed me on the 
road. 

5045. Did you see liim in Longford wlieu ymx 
came in? — Yes. 

5046. Wlierc did lie take you to that ni<v]it ?— . 

He took me to no place. ^ 

5047. Did he send you to any place?— He 
ordered me to go to such a place. 

5048. Where did lio order you to so to? 

Fluey 's. 

5049. AVhat house does Finey keep? A 

public-house, I understand. 

5050. Did you stay that night at Finey’s? A 

part of it. 

5051. Did you get anything at Finey’s? 

Yes. 

5052. What did you get there? — I got some 
drink to distribute. 

5053. Were there any other voters at Finey’s 
with you ?— Yes. 

5054. Who ?— Pat Reynolds. 

5055. Did you and Reynolds sleep at Fincy’s 
that nigljt? — Yes. 

5056. Did you get your dinner there? — Yes. 

5057. And your supper? — No; we got a sort 
of a dinner. 

5058. Did you get plenty of drink there? — 
No. 

5059. How much did you get ? — It was very 
trifling what I got. 

5060. Did you get youi; breakfast there the 
next morning? — Yes. 

506]. Did you see tlic Rev. Felix Duffy in 
the morning before you polled ? — No. 

5062. Did you get any wliisky the next morn* 
ing? — No. 

5063. Or tlie next day? — If I called for it I 
would got it. 

5064. Whatever you called for you would get ? 
— No; if I paid for it. 

5065. Did you pay for wliat you got on the 
Sunday niglit?— On the Sunday night I did not, 
but I paid the next day for what I got. 

5066. On the Sunday night? — Tiie day of the 
poll. 

5067. That is after you polled ? — Y’es. 

5068. Yon paid for what you got after you 
polled ? — Because I jiolled early. 

Mr. M‘ Lmiffhlini stated tliat this Witness’s 
name was not in the Bill of Particulars. 

Mr. stated that the Rev. Felix Duffy 
was specially cliarged witli having treated. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgei-ahl.] I cannot act no_w 
upon this evidence, that they got certain 
drink at Finey’s and breakiast the next 
morning. 

Mr. Exham^ Under the last branch of the 
order, we ask you to allow us to give evidence 
of these corrupt practices. 

Mr. Butt.'] I rest upon the evidence having 
been given; it cannot be struck out ; the 
time mr objection would be before the evi- 
dence was given, but they cannot now 
interpose ; and your Lordship’s duty would 
be to accept it. 

Mr. Justice Fitz<jeyald.] I would not hesi- 
tate in a proper case, for instance, a case of 
bribery or undue influence, to give the 
utmost latitude to the petitioner, even though 
the name may not be in the Bill of Par- 
ticulars. In a case which happened yestei- 
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day, with regard to a conversation with the 
Eev. Mr. Shelly, I gave the utmost latitude ; 
but as to this case of iucliviclual treating, 
which may be quite capable of explanation, 
which ought to have been inquired into be- 
forehand, and which may not be of itself of 
any great importance, I do not think I ought 
to depart from the terms of the order. I do 
not forget what Mr. Hanley told us yester- 
day, that he was not down here at all, that 
he had no agent down here ; and, in fact, as 
far as I can judge, the Bill of Particular's 
fiu-nisbed is a mere scramble ^ot together 
by loose information from third parties, 
without any due inquiry, or opportunity for 
inquiry, by theagent conducting this petition. 
Though 1 am here to represent the public, 
there are individual interests concerned, and 
even the public may be injured by inquiry 
into a matter as to which there is no oppor- 
tunity of giving explanation. I cannot strike 
out tire evidence given, but I decline to enter 
into the question of the breakfast or the 
dinner mentioned by this Witness. 



5069. Mr. JE’arAaM (to the Witness)."] How long 
were the number of voters you say you saw at 
Reynolds’s house there that day ? — I cannotreckoa 
the time, I believe they were about an hour. 



5070. Were they sitting down in the room? - 0. M‘(jiude. 

Yes; and some were standing. 

5071. Did you see any other drink brought 30 March 

in besides whisky ? — No. ’ 

5072. No brandy? — No. 

5073. Did any persons go to your house be- 
fore they came to Reynolds on that day, on 
Sunday ? — I do not know ; I canuot account 
for it. 

5074. Did you see anyone there ; did you 
see the Rev. Mr. Duffy at your house on Sunday 
or Saturday? — No. 

5075. Did you see Mr. Duffy iu and out of the 
room, or sitting down in the room where the 
voters were drinking? — I saw some coining in 
and going out; but I did not see them sitting 
down. 

5076. Was the whisky brought in more than 
once ? — I do not know whether it was whiskj' or 
brandy ; I thought it was whisky. 

5077. “Was it brought in more than once? — 

5078. Was there hot water with it? — I saw 
no hot water. 

Mr. M‘Laugklan stated that he declined to 
cross-examine the Witness in consequence 
of the circumstances that had arisen. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Peter M‘N eboe sworn ; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



5079. Yor are a voter ? — I believe so. 

5080. Do not you know? — I do know. 

6081. And you voted at the last election? — 

Yes. 

5082. Do you know a man of the name of 
John Reilly ? — I know a man of the name of John 
Reilly. 

5083. For whom did you vote? — Mr. Greville- 
Nugent. 

5084. Do you know a man of the name of 
John Reilly ? — I know many a man. 

5085. How many John Reillys dc you know ? 
— I know four or five any way. 

5086. Is there any John Ueilly who lives at 
Rossduff ? — Yes. 

5087. What do you call him? — .!ohn Reilly. 

5088. What is his bye-name ? — Big John. 

5089. Do you know John Reilly-Franky? — 
Yes. 

5090. Did John Reilly-Franky ever give you 
any drink the time of the election ? — No. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] This person he 
mentioned is a person practising intimida- 
tion ; now we are upon the question of 
drinking. 

5091. Mr. Butt."] Do you know a man of the 
name of John Brierly? — 

Mr. Jnstice Fitzgerald.] Is this one of 
the cases that are put down as intimida- 
tors? 

5092. Mr. ButtS] I would rather not tell your 
Lordship in thepresence of the Witness. (To 
the "Witness). Were you with Mr. Christopher 
Reynolds this morning in any place ? — I was. 

5093. Were you talking about your evidence 
here ? — Yes ; I asked him to tell me what I was 
summoned for. 

5094. You did not give your evidence to Mr. 
Hanley? — No. 

178. 



5095. Do you know John Brady ? — Yes. B. M‘He6oe. 

5096. Have you a horse ? — Yes. 

5097. Do you know Father Reynolds, of St. 

Mel’s ?— No. 

5098. Do you know Father Fitzgerald ? — 

Yes. 

5099. Had you ever any conversation with 
Father Fizgerald about the election ? — In what 
way? 

5100. In anyway: had you any convei'sation 
with him in your own house ? — I went to his own 
house occasionally. 

5101. His house? — Yes. 

5102. Who was present when you were there ? 

— Michael Gormley, Peter and Phil Hourican. 

5103. Do you recollect what you were talking 
about ? — Yes. 

5104. Was it with regard to the election ? — 

We had no word about the election. 

5105. Upon any other night, bad you any 
words upon the election ! — No. 

5106. I thought you were speaking to lum 
about the election ? — Not at his own house. 

5107. It was something about your own busi- 
ness you were that night ? — Yes. 

5108. Do you recollect any letter being read 
about your business ?— No. 

5109. Was any letter read at all ? — In Father 
Fiizgerald’s. 

5110. Yes? — There was a letter that night. 

5111. What did you say about your business 
in that letter? — There was nothing about my 
bimesss in that letter ; not a ha’porth. 

6112. Will you swear positively, that there 
was not a word about that private business you 
went on in that letter?— 1 will swear. 

5113. Who was that letter from ? — I heard 
them say it came from Father Reynolds. 

51 14. Win you now swear when I remind you 
of it, that there was nothing of your business in 
it ? — I do not know what was in it. 

0 5115. Why 
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6115. "Why did you sweav that it v'as not 
ahoiit your business ; who gave you that letter ? 
— Nick Gormlcy brought it. 

5116. Did iie open it? — He read it to himself. 

5117. Did lie read it? — To himself. 

5118. Did he say a word about what was in 
that letter \ — Yes, he did ; he remarked about it. 

5119. Wliatdidhc say? — ThntTather Dawson, 
of Carrick-on'Shannoii, complained of something 
to him. No, that is not how it was; tliat Father 
Fitzgerald said to us that Father Eeynokls let 
him know that his influence with Father M'Gaver 
in Granard on Monday, was of no use ; that he 
thought Father Lee would he removed to a 
different place, or silenced for some short time. 

5120. jDo I understand you to say this, that 
Father Fitzgerald did tell you something that 
was in that letter from Fatlier Heyiiolds to him- 
self? — Yes; that is what I heard Father Fitz- 
gerald .oay. 

5121. He told you that the letter was from 
Father Keynolds ? — He told them all there. 

5122. Did not he tell you that the letter was 
from Father Eeynolds? — He told me that the 
letter was from Father Reynolds. 

5123. What did he say to you about influence; 
whose influence ; was it Ids own influence with 
Mr. M'Gaver, had been of no use? — Father 
Fitzgerald’s own influence, I think. 

5124. That is the way you uuderstood it? — Yes. 

5125. What did he say about Father Lee? — 
That is all he said about it. 

5126. Wliat did lie say? — I told it before. 

5127. What did he say about Father Lee in 
that letter? — That Father Fitzgerald’s influence 
with Father M'Gaver was of no use; that lie 
thought he would be suspended or removed. 

5128. Who would he suspended or removed? 
— Father Lee. 

5129. Did lie give any reason why Father Lee 
should be suspended or removed ? — No, not in my 
presence. 

5130. Did he say anytldng about Dean Daw- 
sou or Father Dawson? — No. 

5131. Did not he mention his name ? — Yes, lie 
did. 

5132. How did he mention his name in that 
letter ? — I cannot tell yon now. 

5133. Are you sure tliat he mentioned his 
name ? — Yes. 

5134. Who gave that loiter to Father Fitz- 
gerald ? — Nick Gormley. 

5135. Did you say anything to a man of the 

name of Brady, about voting at the election? 

Yes, I did. 

5136. What did you say to him? — I was 
coming before tlie election ; Phil Hourican and I 
was together at the time John Brady passed by ; 
Phil llouricau asked, “ Would he be up in the 
momingto come to theelection;” he said "Yes, he 
would,thathe would go for Martin.” I said, "It is 
no matter where you go now, you would never 
go right when you got the opportunity.” 

5137. Did you say any more to him? — Yes; I 
said at the last election that he made his way, 
and was protected from that into Granard. 

5138. Did you say anything to him about what 
would hapnen to him at this election? — No. 

5139. You swear that? — Yes. 

5140. Did 'you say if he voted at tliis election, 
he would want the same protection that he had 
before ? — I do not i*ecollect it. 

5141. You swear you do not? — Yes. 

5142. Have you a horse ? — No. 



5143. When Father Fitzgerald read tiie letter 

from Father Reynolds, do you recollect his say- 
ing this to you, “ This is the way anyone will be 
served who votes for Martin,” or anything of that 
kind ? — No, I do not recollect it. 

Cross-examined by Mi-. Serjeant Armsivomj. 

5144. Do you know Brady ? — Yes. 

5145. Is he as big a man as yourself? Yes. 

5146. Who told you that Father Fitzgerald 
got the letter ; who was tlie letter from ?— From 
Father Reynolds to Father Fitzgerald. 

5147. Did you see Nick Gormley give the 
letter to Father Fitzgerald ? — I did ; I was by. 

5148. Father Fitzgerald read it? — Yes, to 
himself. 

5149. And wlien he read it, he opened his 
mouth and spoke ? — Yes. 

5150. Toll his Lordship what it is, in the name 

of common sense ? — He said, Father Reynolds 

wrote me this letter, letting me know that my 
interference or influence on Monday last was of 
no use with Father M-Gaver, for Father Dawson 
let me know that he would be either removed or 
suspended for a sliort time ;” that is all lie said. 

5151. How about John IBrady ; is he as stout 
a fellow as yourself? — Yes, very big. 

5152. Would he be able to box you? — Well, 
I do not think he would. 

5153. You fight well and vote well? — Yes. 

_ 5154. Did Brady vote ?— I did not hear tell of 
him. 

5155. You think ho is afraid of you? — No,not 
a bit afraid of )iie. 

5156. Did you frlgliteu him? — Ido notthiuk 
nothing would frigliten him. 

5157. Do you know what it is to he an intimi- 
dalor ? — I partly guess ; forcing or compelling 
a man. 

5158. Did you force or compel Brady? — No, 
nor never heard of forcing or compelling him. 

6159. Did you force or compel anybody to 
vote? — No. 

5160. Did anybody try to force you? — Yes. 

5161. Who tried to force you? — A relation of 
luy own. 

5162. What is his name, M‘Neboe?— Either 
Victory or M'Neboc. 

5163. Is Victory the English of M'Neboe? — 
Yes, it is. 

5164. Then we will call him Victory ; whom 
did your cousin vote for ?— Martin. 

5-165. What did he say to you ? — I was goin^ 
on ; it was the second room I was going into. 1 
could not vote in the first room ; my name was 
not there. I came out to the second, and 1 got 
as far as the door where the police were keeping 
the doors, and I mot my cousin there, and he and 
n neighbouring man of mine both voted for John 
Martin. “ Where are you bringing me ?” said I. 
" To vote for J ohn Martin,” says he. “ Go 
yourself,” said I, " I will not vote for John 
Martin.” Some words passed between us; very 
rapid ones, He got hold of me by the neck, and the 
police got between us, and made peace between us. 

5166. You did not intimidate anybody ? — Not 
at all. I dare not say a word where I was. 

6167. Why darn’tyou ? — There were too many 
sliowing for Martin. 

5168. They had the house there, and bullying 
all before them?. — Yes. 

5169. Did you see Mr. Nowdthei-e, who keeps 
the “ Race Horses ?” — No ; I do not know him. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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John Bradt, sworn; examined by Mr. Mujii-oe. 



5170. “Were you in Longford on the 10th of 
December, the day the meeting was held here ? 
— I do not recollect the day, but I was there on 
the Friday. 

5171. The day there was a meeting in the 
court-house ? — ifes. 

5172. Did you stay in Longford all night that 
night ? — No. 

5173. Did you go home? — I went home. 

5174. While you were here, did you dine?— 
Yes. 

5175. Where? — At the Reverend Father Fitz- 
gerald’s lodgings. 

5176. InXongford? — Yes. 

5177. Do you know when he came in to take 
the lodgings ? — No. 

5178. Did you dine at Mr. Fitzgerald’s house 
that day ? — I took some tea. 

5179. Were any other persons there besides 
yourself and the Reverend Mr. Fitzgerald? — 
—Yes. 

5180. Who? — A neighbour of mine named 
Mr. Kimon. 

5181. Edward Kirnon? — Yes. 

5182. Is be a voter? — Yes. 

5183. Was William Mulligan there ? — Yes. 

5184. Was Father Fitzgerald present to tea? 
Yes. 

5185. Where did you take tea that night ? — 
It was one or two o’clock in tlje day we took 
tea. 

5186. Where in Longford did you take the 



tea? — Atthe Reverend Mr. Fitzgerald’s lodgings. 

5187. Do you know the person who keeps the 
house? — Dennis Farrell. 

5188. Did Father Fitzgerald tell you to go to 
Dennis Farrell’s, Main Street, and get your tea? 
— No. 

5189. You went up to Farrell’s, aud ordered 
the tea, did you ? — No. 

5190. How was it you came to go up to Farrell’s 
at all ? — A neighbour, hearing that I was from 
Father M‘Gaver’s parish, invited me to take some 
refreshment; hearing I was a neighbour, Mr. 
Fai-rell invited me in. 

Cross-examined by Mr. M‘Lauglilan. 

5191. That Avas on Friday, the 10th of De- 
cember? — Yea. 

5192. That was the day of the meeting? — I 
do not remember whether it was the 10th ; it was 
on a Friday. 

5193. Was it the day of the meeting at which 
Mr. Slurtagh withdrew the name of Mr. Martin ? 
Yes. 

5194. You thought the Avhole thing was over? 
— Yes ; I saw Mr. irurtaghin the presence of the 
whole district withdraw hir. Martin, and I took 
it for granted it was all over, and I believe every- 
body with me thought it was over. I heard the 
people say they were glad they were saved the 
contest. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Michael Hodrican, re-called; Examined by Exham. 



5195. You were sworn yesterday and ex- 
amined ? — Yes. 

5196. Did you go home since yesterday for the 
orders ? — Yes. 

5197. Where are the orders? — To the best of 
my opinion, I think they are burnt. 

5198. WTien were they burnt? — ^’I'bis morning. 

5199. Who burnt them this morning ? — My 
wife. 

5200. Did you go home last night? — Yes. 

5201. Did you ask her for the ordei-s last 
night?— No. 

5202. You never opened your lips about them? 
— I told her I was sent home for the orders. 

5203. Did you ask her for them last night? — 
No. 

6204. Did you see her burn them this morning? 
— Yes, I had them in my pocket half-an-hour, 
and when I Avas going she axed me for them ; as 
she asked for them, I took them out, and she 
flung them into the fire. 

5205. How many were there ? — From 25 to 
26. 

5206. I asked you did you see them, and had 
you them in your hand? — -Yes. 

5207. There were from 25 to 26 ? — I did not 
count them. 

5208. Why do you say 25 or 26? — To the 
best of my belief, I think there Avere. 

5209. Who were they signed by ? — Father 
O’Reilly. 

5210. Were they all signed by him? — Yes. 

5211. Did you look at mem at all this morning? 
—I did not. 
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5212. Did you last night? — No. 

621.3. Where were they this morning Avhen 
you got them ? — I got them on the table. 

5214. In a table in a draAver ? — On a t.able in 
the room. 

5215. Were you at that table last night ; did 
you see them? — Yes. 

5216. Were they there last night on the table * 
— I did not see them. 

5217. Who put them on the table this morn- 
ing ? — ilv wife. 

5218. Where did she bring them from? — I 
could not tell where she brought them from. 

5219. Did you ask her for them this morning ? 
—Yes. 

5220. Did you tell her that his Lordship had 
ordered you to go for them ? — Yes. 

5221. Then she brought them, and put them 
on the table ? — Yes. 

5222. Were they all locked up together, and 
did you examine them? — I looked at a couple of 
them. 

5223. On your oath, how many did you look 
at ? — Three or four. 

5224. How many more? — I think not more 
tiian three or four. 

5225. On your oath, did you look at more than 
three or four? — To the best of my opinion, I 
think not. 

5226. Was your Avife along with you? — Yes. 

5227. Did you say anything to your Avife 
about not producing them here ? — No. 

5228. Did you tell her that you would not 
obey the Judge’s order?— No, I did not. 

0 2 5229. Did 



J. Brady. 

go March 
1870. 



M.Hourican. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




108 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



M.Hourkan. 5229. Did vou say a word to her, whether it 

would he good to j)roduce them or not ? — Not a 

.“50 March word. 

1870 . 5230. And you had them in your pocket ready 

to come away ? — Yes. 

5231. And she told you she wanted another 
peep at them ? — No, she asked me, had I them ? 

5232. Did not she see you take tliem up and 
put them in your pocket ? — I cannot tell. 

5233. T\^as she in the room when you were 
looking at them ? — She was. 

5234. Did she see you examining them? — I 
cannot say. 

5235. "Was she at die table ? — Yes, she was 
doing many things for the room. 

5236. Wei’e you sitting down at the table ex- 
amining them ? — No, I did not sit down. 

5237. What did she say to you when she asked 
you to give them to her ? — She asked me, had I 
tlie orders wifli me. I ivas going to start with 
the car. 

5238. You told her that you had them? — 
Yes. 

5239. What did she say then? — “Show me 
them.” 

5240. And you did? — Yes, they were folded 
up in a hit of paper. 

5241. Did she throw them into the fire?— 
Yes. 

6242. What did yon say to her? — I said, I 
tliought she was j'okiug, that it was not them at 
all that was put in. I did not think that she 
would do the like. 

5243. You waited till she had burnt them? — 
No, I went to pull her back from the fire. 

5244. “ Arc those the orders,” said you, “ that 
you have tlirown into the fire ” ? — Yes. 

5245. “And it is,” says she, “ and the Judge will 
not see them now ?” — No. 

5246. Wliat else ? — Not a word. 

5247. And you came away witliout them. 
Where is the account yon had? — 1 had a sort of 
an account. 

5248. Where is the account you swore you 
had a copy of yesterday, which you said you had 
a copy of which you gave to Mr. O’Eeilly ; where 
is that? — I have it in my pocket; I have a copy 
of it here. 

5249. I am talking of the account that you 
said you made out, and took to Father O’Reilly ; 
y-ou said you had a copy of that account at home 
for 75?.; have you that account now; what 
paper is that in jyour hand ? — I did not say tliat 
I find it back again. 

5250. Did not you swear that you had a copy 
of that account which you furnished him at 
home ? — Yes. 

5251 . Where is it now ? — Here is a copy of it. 

5252. Is that the copy you had at home? — 
Yes. 

5253. £.. 67. 2 s. 3 d. ; is that it ? — Yes. 

5254. Where are your books that you said 
you had at home ? — I have them here now out- 
side ; there is no entry at all in the books. 

5255. Did you supply any goods to your 
fatlier ? — I did not. 

5256. ^ I am talking about the election time ; 
•11 hat did you supply your father with? — I got 
some drink. 

6257. How much drink did you get ?^I can- 
not say. 

5258. About hoiv much ? — ^From three or four 
gallons. 

5259. Of whisky ?— Yes. 



5260. On tlieso orders? — No. 

5261. What else? — He never got ;ui order. 

5262. What did you give it him for?— He 
asked me for it. 

5263. What did you give him the whisky 
for? — To treat the boys that came into the 
house. 

5264. Was he drinking in your house and 
treating tlie boys ? — 1 did not see him. 

5265. Did you send iiiin the wliisky home?— 
No. 

5266. WJicre did you give it to Inm?— Itwas 
during tlie month he got it. 

5267. Wiiat was the largest C[uantityyou crave 

him at a time? — Haifa gallon. ° 

5268. Where did you give him that; was it at 
the couuter? — Yes. 

5269. Who was he treatiug? — Neighbours. 

5270. Farmers? — I did not see liun pay for 
farmers; the boys about the neighbourhood he 
was tvciiting. 

5271. IVere they grown-up boys?— Some of 
them. 

5272. Whom did you see them treatiug; give 
the names of them? — I seeu liiin give some to a 
man who had gone out at the back. 

5273. And he never paid you for the three or 
four gallons? — He did. 

5274. Your father? — 'Yes. 

5275. When? — Since the election. 

5276. Do you swear that? — He paid me money, 
and I axed him about the bills ; was be going to 
settle, or wlio would settle, and he said, “ Take 
it out of that that wa.s a loan of money I got 
from liira. 

5277. How much money did he lend you? — 
He lent me 10 1. 

5278. When ? — I cannot tell. 

5279. How soon after the election ? — Seven or 
cigiit days after the election. 

5280. Did you give him any acknowledgment 
for it ? — No. 

5281. Was it before or after you went up to 
Mr. lleilly for tbc money ? — Long after. 

5282. After you had been up to Mr. Reilly 
for the money ? — Yes. 

5283. Anc! ho lent you the 10 1. ? — It was not 
a mouth; it was some time after. 

5284. I talk of the 10 1. he lent you seven 
days after the election; where did he lend you 
the money ; was it in your own house or in his 
house ? — I went to the liouse to him. 

5285. And you asked him who was to pay for 
the whisky he had got? — I did not. 

5286 l3id not you say that you asked him who 
was to pay for it, and he said you might keep it 
out of what you got ? — Not at that time. 

5287. When was it? — It was when I was 
chatting at the house. 

6288. How long ago was it ; since Mr. O’Reilly 
said that he would not pay you ? — Yes. 

5289. Did you leave Mr. O’Reilly a copy of 
the account, ivhich was 67 1. ? — No. 

5290. Did not you take him up a copy of it? 
— Yes, but I brought it back. 

5291. Is this the one you took him up ? — No. 

5292. What became of the one you took him 
up : is it the same as this ? — I think it is the very 
same. 

5293. Am I to understand 3 'ou that you had 
a separate order for everything entered there? 
No, some of them were verbal orders. 

5294. I see that there are 30 orders there; do 
you say that you got all tliose from Father 

“ 0‘ReiIly? 
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O’Reilly ? — I did not ; some were rerbal orders, 
and I was paid the money by some of the men. 
This man here paid me the money, Thomas 
Hourican. 

5295. Wliat word is that? — Foster. 

5296. Thomas Hourican Foster? — Yes. 

5297. Is he a relative of yours? — Yes. 

5298. "Wliere does he live ? — Foster? 

. 5299. Has he left there ? — Yes. 

5300. Is he a voter ? — No. 

5301. What is his father’s name? — Phil Hou- 
rican. 

5302. And the father has left ; did he get an 
order for 5 h 2 s. 1 d. worth of whisky ? — He got 
it at different times. 

5303. But he did get one order, did not he? — 
Yes ; he brought me orders by word of mouth. 

5304. Has he paid you for the whole 5Z. 2 s. 1 d.? 
—Yes. 

5305. When did he pay you?— Shortly after 
the election. 

5306. Did not you bill Father O’Reilly mth 
it? — Yes ; but it is since that he paid me. 

5307. Did you tell him Father O’Reilly was 
not paying yon ? — Yes. 

53Ci.'. when were you paid the 5 1. 2 s. Id. by 
that Thomas Hourican Foster? — About a week 
or a fortnight after I furnished the bill to Father 
O’Reilly. 

5309. Did you give any money out of this 
account ? — 'Yes. 

5310. How much ? — I think it was 17 s.‘ 



5330. If she is taken away, is there anybody 
to look after the children ? — I am sure she would 
not leave the house without bringing the child 
with her. 

5331. Mr. The child is not well ? — No. 

Mr. /}«».] I will not ask your Lordship 

to make an order. 

Cross-e.'samined by Mr. Seijeant 

5332. Were yon at Mr. Murtagh’s to-day?— 
No. 

5333. When did you come about this present 
petition to Longford ? — Ou Monday. 

5334. Were you at Mr. Murtagh’s on Mon- 
day ? — No. 

5335. Were you there on Tuesday? — No. 

5336. Were you there at all since you came 
to the town ? — No. 

5337. Were j'oii talking to him ? — Yes, I was. 

5338. Where? — In the street. 

5339. Were you talking to Mr. Sullivan? — 
No ; I never spoke a worn to him. 

5340. Were you talking to Mr. Hanley? — 
No. 

5341. Were you talking to anybody connected 
with the petition except Mr. Murtagh ? — Since 
when? 

5342. Since Monday, when you showed your 
face first in Longford? — No. 

5343. Not about your account? — No. 

£344. You were not with Mr. Christopher 



JH-Sourican. 

30 March 
1870. 



5311. That is ail? — Yes. 

5312. Where are your bills ? — 

5313. Mr. Justice l'itzgeruld.'\ You went 
home last night? — Yes. 

5314. Did you tell your wife, when you went 
home, what you went for ? — Yea. 

5315. For the orders ? — Tes. 

5316. Why did not you get them yesterday 
evening ; did you look for them yesterday even- 
ing ? — -No. 

5317. What time did you get home last night? 
— About 10 or 11 o’cloc^:. 

5318. Did you tell your wife that the^ judge 
had ordered them to be produced? — No, my 
Lord, I did not. I said I was sent home for them. 

5319. Tliis morning she got them for you ?— 
Yes. 

5320. Was it early this morning ?— About six 
o’clock. 

5321. Who pul them ui> in the paper ? — My- 
self rolled them up. 

5322. Did not you examine them before you 
rolled them up ? — I looked at two or three of 
them. 

5323. To see that they were right? — Yes. 

5324. Had you all of them in the bundle ? — 
Yes. 

5325. Now, was your wife taking them from 
you and putting them in the fire any contrivance 
of your own ? — No; I had no knowledge of it, or 
I would not have let her do it. 

5326. Mr. Justice I will make an 

order upon the wife to produce them. If you 
think there is any necessity, I will make an order. 
(To the iVitness)-. Is your wife in health, and 
capable of attending? — She is up, every night, 
for nine or ten nights, with a sick child. 

5327. Is the doctor still in attendance on the 
child? — The doctor was there on Friday last. 

5328. Is the child still sick?— Yes. 

5329. SVho have you to attend to your house- 
hold ; have you anyone besides your wife ? — No. 
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R eynolds ? — No. 

5345. You told us yesterday, Avhen you were 
examined, that your claim was about 90/.? — 
Between 80 1. and 90 L, I said. 

5346. When was that account made out; look 
at it, and take care of yourself when you answer ; 
when was that particular hill in your hand mmle 
out ? — I could not tell you that. 

5347. Had you it yesterday; was it in your 
pocket yesterday ? — No. 

5348. Where was it \rhen you went home ? — 

I got it on the table tliis morning, along with the 
orders. 

5349. Where is the one you showed to 
Father O’Reilly, and got back from him? — I 
could not tell. 

5350. What became of it? — I cannot tell. 

5351. When did you see it last ? — I could not 
recollect. 

5352. Is it burut? — I could not tell. 

5353. Is it torn up ? — I could not tell. 

5354. Do you know what became of it? — No. 

5355. In whose handwriting is this ? — My 
father’s. 

5356. Did you see him making it out ? — No. 

5357. You did not? — No. 

5358. How did he make it out ; what did he 
make it out from?— He made it out from the 
orders. 

5359. Did y'ou give him the orders? — I did; 
it was him that helped me make it out. 

5360. Did you give the orders to your father, 
to enable him to make it out? — Yes. 

5361. In your own house ? — Yes. 

5362. Then the orders were on the table at 
the time he made out that account, was that it? 
— I could not teR; it was Sunday when he 
copied it. 

5363. Look at that account in your father’s 
writing ; at the time that account was made out 
were the orders iu the house and on the table to 
help him ? — They were. 

0 3 5364. Did 
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M.Huwican. 5364. Did you see tEeni there ? — I did. 

5365. "VYheii you went with the account to 

30 March Father 0‘Eeilly, how much was it, the tot of itj 
1870. was not it 88 /. ? — I could not tell. 

53C6. Did not you say yesterday, that it was 
between 80 1. and 90 1. ? — Yes. 

5367. How much was it? — A great deal of 
the orders were verbal orders. 

5368. Does not that include eveiytliing? — 
There is some not in it. 

5369. What is your whole claim now, and 
stick to it once for all; orders verbal and wiitten; 
stick to something ; what is your wliole claim ; 
I will show you why you burnt these documents; 
what is your claim, upon your oath, for orders 
verbal and orders written, and think before you 
answer it ? — I could not say right. 

6370. Do you know what is the tot of it — 67 h ; 
is it more than that ; on your oath, is not 67 1. 
your whole claim ? — It is not. 

5371. How much more ? — I could not tell you. 

5372. Did not you take an account of the 
orders to the priest, and leave them with his 
house-keeper? — Yes. 

5373. And then 3'ou told her to show them to 
the priest, and did not she give tliera back to 
you, telliug you there were many forged? — Yes. 

5374. And you have burnt what you knew 
were forgeries, and you want to trump up any- 
thing falsely against Mr. Nugent to be paid; is 
not that it?— I did not forge the documents. 

5375. Can your father write a good hand? — 
Middling, but I know the man that brought the 
wrong orders. 

537^6. That brought forged orders, do you 
mean ? — Yes ; Father O’Eeiily allowed tliat they 
were forged orders. 

5377. And refused to pay the account on that 
ground? — Yes, as some 01 the orders were forged; 
there was a quart of whisky mentioned, and one 
man brought four of tliem. 

5378. Were not several of them forced? — 

Yes. ^ 

5379. They were all upon the table this morn- 
ing ? — Yes. 

5380. Did you tell your wife that you were 
before the judge at all ? — Yes. 

5381. Did you tell ber that you were examined 
as a witness? — Yes. 

5382. Did j’ou tell her that you were asked 
how much the bill was ? — No. 

5383. Did you tell ber you were sent liome to 
bring the orders? — Yes. 

5384. Did you tell her Father O’Reilly said 
that some of them were forged ? — I did not tell 
her last night. 

5385. But did you tell her this morning ?— 
Yes, this morning. 

5386. You told her before what Father O’Reillv 
said? — Yes. 

5387. You told her of that? — Yes. 

5388. And you knew it? — Yes. 

5388*.What is the matter with this child ; how 

old is the sick child? — Ten or eleven months. 

5389. A baby? — Yes. 

5390. Was she up last night? — She was up 

a good part of the night. 

6391. Where were the orders; where did you 
see them first this morning ? — On the table. 

5392. Rolled up in what ? — A sheet of paper. 

5393. Did you see them last night, when you 
went home ? — No. 

^94. You did not see them till this morning? 



5395. You had a candle reading them this 
morning ? — No. 

5396. Was it day-light ? — Yes. 

5397. Did you see what the tot would come 
to? — No. 

5398. You did not add them up? — No. 

5399. And you did not read them all, and did 
not know what they would come to ? — No. 

5400. How many of them were forged ; you 
say you know the people that forged them. 

Mr. Exhatn.'] He said he knew the per- 
sons that brought the wrong orders ; he did 
not say he knew the person tliat forged 
them. 

5401. Mr. Serjeant Armstronfj,'\ Do you 
believe that they were forged? — Yes. 

_ 5402. Do you say you know the people who 
did it ? — I know the people who brought them to 
me. 

5403. What was the amount of the false 
orders, on your oath, in round numbers ; what 
was tho amount of the forged orders ; did they 
come to 40?.? — They did not come to 2 I 
think. 

5404. On your oath, do you know what they 
came to ? — They did not come up to 2 1. 

5405. How do you know ; did you ever pick 
them out of the rest? — Yes. 

5406. Did you pick them out of the rest this 
morning ? — I saw one of them this morning. 

5407. One of the false ones ? — Yes. 

5408. Did you furnish anything besides 
wMsky? — Yes. 

5409. Bread ?— Yes. 

5410. And so on? — Yes. 

541 1 . And they wei'e all rolled up in a piece 
of paper ? — Yes. 

5412. And you put them in your pocket? — 
Yes. 

5413. And your wife asked you to show them ? 
— Yes. 

5414. What did she ask you? — She asked me 
if I had the orders; I told her I had; she said, 
“ Show them to me,” and I took tiiem out of my 
pocket. 

5415. Where were you at the time? — I was 
standing in the room ; in the parlour. 

5416. And your breakfast was ready there ? — 
I took no breakfast. 

5417. You breakfasted here ? — Yes. 

5418. Where are you lodging? — Barney 
Nowd’s, in Dublin-sti'eet. 

5419. Is he an acquaintance of yours? — I 
know the boy, the son. 

5420. Was there a fire in the room ? — There 

5421. Were you with yourwife this morning? 
— Yes. 

5422. And the minute she got hold of them, 
what did she do ? — She said, “ I will soon make 
an end of tliem now.” 

5423. And what did she do ? — I pulled hold 
of her from the fire. 

6424. And they were blazing in it ? — Yes. 

5425. And you were very angry ? — Yes. 

5426. Do you expect his Lordship to believe 
that ; you did not know what was to be done ? — 
I take my oath that I never had a knowledge 
that she was going to throw them in the fire. 

_ 5427. And she dragged them from you?— She 
did not drag them. 

6428. She took them from you ? — She asked 
me to give diem to her, 

6429. When 
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5429. When did she say she would soon make 
an end of them? — She dashed them in the fire. 

5430. A veiy strong fire?~It was a very 
strong fire. 

5431. A veiy great turf fire ? — Yes. 

5432. And no breakfast at all gettingready? — 
There was breakfast, but I took none. 

5433. Is the child on the breast? — Yes. 

5434. Where are your books? — At Mr. 
Nowd’a. 

5435. You say that these orders were for- 
geries ; did you erer make any further claim 
upon Mr. O’Reilly? — No. 

5436. You furnished no new account? — No. 

5437. You let the matter lie, and you will get 
all you can in a scramble ; did not j’ou think it 
is better to have the orders burnt? — No, I would 
rather have brought them. 

Re-examined by Mr. Exham. 

5438. Did you take the orders Avitli you, the 
day you went up to Father O’Reilly ? — Yes. 

5439. Did you leave them there that night 
with him ? — No, it was the morning. 

5540. Did you leave them there with him ? — 
I left them with the housekeeper. 

5441. Did you offer to show Mr. O’Reilly the 
orders, or did he ask you to leave them? — 'He 
did not tell me. 

5442. Did you show them, or tell him you had 
them ? — I did not sec him. 

5443. The housekeeper told you that some of 
the orders were wrong ? — No, I went up four or 
five hours afterwards. 



5444. And you saw him then?— Yes. 

5445. Had you the orders then? — No, they 
were there. 

5446. Will you point out on the list, all the 
ones that you say were forged orders or wrong 
orders {the U'itness examined the list)? — There is 
one of them {pointing it out). 

5447. What is that? — James Staken. 

5448. How much is it ? — The order was 5 s. 

5449. What is the other one, can you tell ? — 
I do not see them in this list. 

5450. The others arc notin this account? — 
No, I do not see them. 

5451. The only one of the orders you see in it 
is this one of Staken? — Yea. 

5452. Excei>t those four or five wrong orders, 
can you say were the rest genuine ones of Mr. 
O’Reilly’s ? — I could not say. 

5453. You say there were only five or sis 
wrong ones? — I did not say that there were that 
many. 

5454. Do you know Mr. O’Reilly’s hand- 
writing ? — I could not swear to it. 

5455. Mr. Seijeant Armstrong. \ Are these 
entries in your books? — No. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] I will allow no 
expenses of any kind to this ■witness. 

FThe Witness withdrew. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at 
half-past Ten o’Clock. 



178. 



O4 



M.Honncan. 

20 Mnreli 
j 8 ro. 
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Thursday, March 1870. 



31 Marcia Mr. stated that Lord Greville had been subpojnaed as a witness, but a letter had been re- 

1870. ceived with a medical certificate stating that Lord Greville was in bed and could not attend. He 

— wished to know what money had been spent by Lord Greville for the purpose of the election. 



Patrick Macdonald, sworn ; Examined bv Mr. Monroe. 



5456. Where are you stationed ? — At Smear. 

6457. Is that in tire pansh of Coiumbkill ? — 
Yes. 

5458. How long have you been stationed 
there ? — Very near tliree yeai’s next June. 

5459. Are you in the habit of attendiug 
chapel in the parish of Coiumbkill ? — Yes. 

5460. That is where the Reverend Mr. Fitz- 
gerald officiates ? — Yes. 

5461. Were you attending mass regularly on 
the Sundays immediately jireceding the election ? 
— Yes, I was there. 

5462. Was Father Fitzgerald in the habit, from 
time to time after mass of refeiTing to election 
mattei-s?r— No; it was at the time of saying 
mass. 

5463. It was when ho was on the altar ? — Yea, 
when he came out from the altar. 

5464. Do you recollect on any occasion his re- 
ferring to a man named Elderly ? — Yes, I do on 
one occasion. 

5465. Tell us what it was that Father Fitz- 
gerald said in reference to Brierly ? — I lieard him 
say, was there any man in tlie cliapel ivho would 
point out a man of the name of Brierly ; he then 
went outside the chapel ; lie did not commence 
to say mass this time ; he went outside the chapel 
and asked the people outside to point out Brierly ; 
he came in then, and coming out of the vestry 
he said mass. 

5466. Did you see anything that took place 
when he went outside ? — ; the constable and 
I were in the chapel ; wc went outside, and 
Father Fitzgerald went outside, and nothing oc- 
euiTed ; he went out as far as the gate and turned 
agMu into the chapel. 

5467. After he returned to the chapel, did you 
hear him say anything further ? — When he came 
out on the altar to say mass he turned round to 
address the congregation ; I cannot repeat the 
words he said. 

5468. I do not want the words ; tell us the 
substance of what he said ? — He told the people 
not to harbour that Brierly in the house. 

5469. Did he say for what real on they were 
not to let Brierly into their house ? — Yes, for 
taking an active part in putting up some notices 
on the chapel gate ; I did not see him put up the 
notices. 

6470. Did you see where the notice was put 
up ? — No. 

5471. Did he say anything further in reference 
to Brierly upon that occasion? — No, nothing 
that I can recollect- 

6472. On Sunday the 6th did he make any 
fm-fher reference to anything connected with the 
election ? — He only spoke about a man named 
Martin. 

6473, What did he say about him? — He 
asked the people, did they know Martin ? that is 



all ; do you know the man you are going to vote 
for ? 

5474. Did he say who or what he was? — Yes, 
he said that he was an Orangeman. 

5475. Did he mention any other names appli- 
cable to them ? — No. 

5476. Did your hear the word “ Fenian ” men- 
tioned, or Garibaldi? — No; he did not allude to 
Moi-tin as a Fenian then. 

5477. Was that all yon heard in reference to 
Martin or in reference to the election on Sunday 
the 5tli of December ? — That is aU, I think. 

5478. Were you at mass on Sunday the I2th 
December ? — I cannot say ; I have not the date 
in my memory. 

5479. Were you at mass on any other Sunday 
when Father Fitzgerald made any statement 
from the altar in reference to the election ? — It 
was the following Sunday. 

5480. At what period of the service was it, 
before or after mass ? — At the time that he lec* 
tures the congregation intlie sermon. 

5481. What did Father Fitzgerald say upon 
that occasion ? — As far as I recollect it was this, 
tliat no young man in the country was to join tlie 
Fenian Society. 

5482. What else ? — If there w'as any one, any 
young men in the country who wore Fenians, to 
give it up, and not to join them any further. 

5483. What further did he say ? - That h all 
I can tell you. 

5484. Do you remember his alluding to the 
election of Martin, or his supporters, on that 
occasion? — Yes; his intentions were that they 
should not vote for Martin. 

5485. How did he express his intentions ; tell 
us as well as you cau, and give the substance of 
what he said ? — It appears he thought there was 
no one going to vote for him with the exception 
of the Fenians. 

5486. After he said that it seemed that no one 
would vote for him but Fenians, did he go on to 
say anything about what would become of the 
persons who voted for him, as well as you can 
recollect ? — No. 

5487. Did you hear him say anything about 
his tears ? — No, I dkl not. 

5488. Did you heai’ him mention anything 
about maggots? — Yes, he said, as far as I can 
recollect, that when they died maggots would 
eat them. 

6489. Is that when the persona who voted for 
Martin would die ? — Yes. 

5490. Did you hear him say anything about 
their souls, and what would become of them ? — 
No, nothing that I can recollect. 

5491. Did you hear him say anything about 
hell or the day of judgment? — ’4’es, he said 
something about that their souls would be burning 
in hell. 

5492. Was 
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5492. Was that the souls of the persons who 
were to vote for hlai-tin ? — Really I canuot say 
that. 

5493. Wliose souls did he say would be burn- 
iug in hell ? — The Fenians. 

5494. Did he say anything about their con- 
duct at the election cletermining where they 
would go to afterwards? — No; liee.vpresseclawish, 
if they would go to Granard to the election, tliat 
he expected that they would all be quiet, and 
return home peacefully and quiet. 

5495. Did lie say anything about the part 
that they ■were taking at tlie election deter- 
mining where they would go at a future time? — 
Yes. 

5496. Tell us what he said then? — He said 
their souls might go to hell, as far as I can re- 
collect. 

5497. The question which I asked you, and to 
which you answered yes, was, whether he said 
anything about their conduct at the election 
going to determine where they would go to after 
death ? — Yes. 

5498. Tell us what he said upon that subject, 
as well as you recollect ? — I cannot recollect any- 
thing of it. 

5499. You said that he did say something in 
reference to that ; as well as you recollect, tell 
us the purport of it ? — I cannot recollect what he 
said. 

5500. On the three or four Sundays that pre- 
ceded the election, was Father Fitzgerald in the 
habit of referring to the election? — Before the 
election ? 

5501. Yes? — Ko, not to my memory- 

5502. Did you see any placards or announce- 
ment put up in the chapel porch at any tioie about 
Allen, Lai^u, and O’Bnen ? — Yes, before the 
election I remember seeing if. 

5503. How long did that placard about Allen, 
Larkin, and O’Brien continue in the court?— 1 
think I saw it two Sundays in succession; it 
might be there afterwards, though I did not 
notice it. 

5504. During the two Sundays tliat preceded 
the election, and while you were attending mass, 
did you ever hear Father Fitzgerald mahe any 
reference to or preach against Feuianism pre- 
ceding the election? — No; he was not long in 
the parish before that. 

5505. How long was he in the parish before 
that ? — I cannot exactly say, but, to the best of 
my opinion, I think he was a coui)le of months. 

5506. "Were you at Granard at the meetings 
that were held in favour of Martin’s candidature? 
— Yes, I was there on duty. 

5507. Do you recollect what was the first day 
you were in Granard on duty? — lYe were in the 
centre keejiing back two mobs, Greville’s mob 
and Martin’s mob ; we were in tlie centre of them. 

5508. What was the first of the days you were 
in Granard ? — Well, I do not exactly know the 
day. 

5509. Do you remember seeing Martin’s mob 
out?— I do. 

5510. Were they quiet and orderly, as far as 
you could see ? — They were agitating and holding 
up their sticks. 

5511. What was the first day you were in 
Granard ? — That was the first day t was in. 

5512. Were you in there the second day at 
Granard ? — I was in there on two days. 

5513. Did you see the Martin mob doing any 
hai-m to any person ? — No. 

178. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan, 

5514. You say you did not? — No. 

5515. And you did not see Brett, tlie police- 
man, shot in Manchester ?— No, I did not. 

5516. Because you were not there at tlie time 
when it was done; where did you come from 
originally? — I am a native of Westmeath. 

5517. How long have you been stationed 
there; did you say three years next June? — 
Three years next June. 

5518. Did you know tliis Brierly well ? — I 
did. 

5519. I think you said, in answer to my learned 
friend, that Mr. Fitzgerald cautioned the con- 
gregation against Brierly as being the propagator 
of Fenianism ? — No. 

5520. What then? — He advised his parishioners 
not to allow him int<i their house ; that is all. 

5521. Did he say why they should not allow 
him into their house ? — For posting up a placard 
on the chapel. 

5522. This placard, in respect of which you 
have been asked by my learned friend was, 
“Pray for the souls of Allen, l.arkin, and 
O’Brien”? — Yes; but that is not the one Brierly 
put up. 

5523. Were you here yesterday when Brierly 
was examined ? — No. 

5524. He swore that he did not put it up ; 
Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien, you know, w'ere the 
men who murdered Brett ? — Serjeant Brett? 

5525. Yes. — He is dead now. 

5526. Do you know that that had at the bottom 
of it “ God save Ireland”? — Yes. 

5527. There was at the bottom of it “ God 
save Ireland”? —Yes. 

5528. Do you know that that is the Fenian 
substitution for “ God save the Queen ; ” I ask 
you now as an expert, do j ou know they put 
that at the bottom of their olficial manifestoes, in 
the same way as Dublin Castle says, “ God save 
the Queen”? — Yes. 

5529. What would you think of a man who 
had the portrait of O’Donovan Rossa, say in a 
police barrack, put up on tlie w.all to admire ? — I 
tbink he would be no policeman. 

5530. No loyal policeman ? — Yes. 

5531. And 1 suppose you would not have 
much confidence in a policeman who was guilty 
of using disloyal language in a barrack ? — No. 

5532. Did you ever hear anything about this 
man Brierly being a propagator of Fenianism or 
Ribbonism ; you know the country well, do not 
you ? — I do. 

5533. 'I'ell us what you know? — lie is not a 
very good character. 

Mr. Buif objected to the cross-examina- 
tion. 

Mr. M‘ Laugklan was heard in support of 
the question. 

5534. Mr. M'Laughlan!] Are there as many 
Fenians, as far as you can form an opinion, in 
that district? — 

ilr. Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. M‘Laughlan vvas heard in support of 
his line of examination. 

5535. Mr. M‘ Laugklan.'] Were you in Granard 
on the day of the polling? — No, I was not. 

5536. Where were you that day ? — I was at 
home in Smear Barracks. 

P 5537. Where 



P. 

Macdonald. 

31 March 
1870. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




p 

Macdonald. 

3J March 
1870. 



J. Holston. 



J14 3IINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



5537. Where is Smear?— lu the county of 
Longford, on the street to Granard. 

5538. Did you see any of the crowd coming 
into Grauard on any of tliose clays \ — In the two 
days I was there I did. 

5539. Did they seem to be all county of Long- 
ford j>eopIe ? — No; I think there were oome from 
Cavan. 

5540. Were there any from Westmeath, your 
native county ? — I do not know. 

554.1. Did they genemily seem to beetrangers, 
or people from the country ? — They were 
strangers. 

5542. They were not very q^uiet, I suppose ? 
— No, they seemed to be excited. 



5543. I am speaking now of tlie Martmite 
mob? — Yes. 

5544. Do you know Mr. Stephen Joseph 
Meany ?— No. 

5545. You would not know him if you saw 
him ? — No. 

5546. Do you know Mr. Denis B Sullivan? 
— I saw one of the Sullivans in Graoard on that 
day. 

6547. One is a very tall gentleman, did you 
see him ? — Yes. 

5548. Did you see a tall, venerable man, with 
a grey head and hooked nose, wearing a coat not 
fashionable? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



John Holston, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Wutt. 



5549. Were you stationed in Grauard in the 
month of December? — I was in Gronard. 

5550. How long wei’e yon in Granard ? — I was 
on duty on the election. 

5551. What time were you brought there for 
duty upon the election? — 1 cannot say the exact 
date. 

5552. Were yoxr there in the beginning of 
December? — Yes. 

5553. Do you recollect being in Granard on 
the day when Mi\ Sullivan and some fi-iends 
ofMr. Martin came there to speak?— I do. 

5554. Did you see them? — I saw some parties 
up at the window. 

5555. Where were you when they came into 
the town ; did you see them coming into the 
town ? — No. 

5556. When did you see them first? — When 
they were iu the street. 

5557. What were they doing? — Speaking to 
the mob. 

5558. Was there a large crowd? — Yes. 

5559. How many people were there ? — I could 
not give the exact number. 

5560. Were there a large number? — About 

200. 

5561. Wliej'e were you when you saw them 
speaking? — On the street. 

5662, Did you see any disturbance take place 
wltile th^ were speaking ? — No, I saw none. 

5563. Did anyone inteiTupt them while they 
were speaking; tell what passed when they 
were speaking ; I speak of the first day they 
came there ? — We interrupted them. 

5564. How did you interrupt them? — The 
mob vrere round the speakers, and we dispersed 
the mob. I did not see anyone else interfere 
with them. 

5565. "When you dispersed the people about 
them, had any disturbance taken place? — I do 
not know ; we marched up from the town. 

5566. You did not see the beginning ofit ? — No. 

5567. Were the people you dispersed, in 
favour of Mr. Martin, or against him} — I could 
not tell. 

5568. What did you do with them, did you 
charge at them ? — Yes we did, the whole of us 
charged them. 

5569. And put them out of that ? — Yes. 

5570. Did you see any other meetings in 
Granard ? — I did the next Monday after. 

5671. Who was there that day? — The same 
speakers. 

6572. Did you charge the mob that day again? 
— No, we did not. 



5673. What took place the Monday afterwards 
when they came ? — There ivas a large number of 
people from the parish of Columbkill expected 
in, and parties from county Cavan. 

5574 . I did not ask what you expected, but 
what you saw? — I saw two rival mobs. 

5575. Did tiiey fight ? — No. 

5576. Why did not they ? — Because we pre- 
vented tliein. 

5577. Was there any actual disturbance there 
that (lay ? — No 

5578. Can you tell me which pai'ty had the 
biggest mob ? — The Columhldll party. 

5579. Were tliey Grevilleites ? — Yes. 

5580. Were there two rival mobs the first day? 

— No, there was not; there was only one mob. 

5581. Were the whole mob the first day Mai'- 
tinites? — I think tlicy were. 

5682. Had they committed any violence when 
you charged them? — 'I'hey were shouting and 
hustling about. 

5583. Who told you to disperse them? — I 
think we got the word of command. 

5584. Who from? — The ofiicer. 

5585. What is your officer’s name ? — I forget. 

6586. Were you there tlie day of the polling? 

— No, I was not. 

Cross-Examined by Mr. M^Laughlan. 

5587. You were there when they came the 
first day? — I was. 

5588. That was a Martinite mob ?— I believe 
they were Martinites. 

5589. That was the day Mr. Sullivan and 
those people were thei-e ? — There was only one 
speaker that I saw the first day. 

5590. Did you see them carrying about a gen- 
tleman on their shoulders that day ? — I did._ 

5591. Look round and see if you see him in 
court ? — There he is (^pointing to a gentleman in 
court), 

5592. That is Mr. Sullivan? — Yes. 

5593. Did they cany him much through the 
town, in that baby-like way? — Yes. 

5594. And he seemed to be quite proud? — He 
was greatly elevated. 

5595. Do you mean in the sense of the excise- 
man? — No. 

5596. He was quite sober? — Yea. 

5597. He was inspired with ambition ? — Yes. 

5598. What people were carrying him about? 

— Poor looking fellows. 

5599. Had fliey him by the legs? — They had 
him by the legs and ancles. 

5600. And 
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5600. Ami they were all yelling and slujiiiing? 
— Yea. 

5601. Ami the sticks were flying ? — Yes. 

5602. Were they engaged, do you think, 
in saving Ireland, at that time, as far as you 
could make out? — I do not. know what they were 
doing ; they were carrying him about. 

5603. ^Yas it before or after this extraordinary 
exhibition that you dispersed them? — After. 

5604. After that they got worse? — No, they 
did not, only just carrying about that gentleman, 
and a few more to show him the town. 

5605. Do you know Stejihen Joseph Meaney? 
— I do not, 

5606. Dil they chair anybody but him; did 
they carry anybody else upon their shoulders? — 
Yes, there was a small little fellow. 

5607. He was easily done? — Yes. 

5608. Did they take the little fellow secondly? 
— No, they were all carried together. 

5609. The three of them ?— Yes, there was 
one tali young man, and this little fellow, and 
this gentleman. Mi-. Sullivan. 

5610. Three of them, like a shamrock ? — Yes. 

5611. Could you give us a notion of the num- 
ber of the crowd at mat time ? — No, I could not. 

5612. Does Mr. Sullivan belong to Granard ? 
— I do not think he does. 



^5613. Did yon ever see him there befor-i?— 
No, not to my knowledge. 

5614. \Veie you there any day that Meaner 
was there ! — They pointed him out as Meaney. 

5615. Give a description of the man, they 
pointed out? — He had half his body out of the 
window ; a broad-shoulderedlooking man. with 
a dark beard. 

5616. Ind fine presence?— Yes, and a great 
manly voice. 

5617. What was hesayiug ; he was addressing 
his fellow-countrymen? — Yes. 

5618. Telling them that he suffered in the 
cause ot Dioerty ? — I do not know what he said. 

5619. Was he the greater speaker? — They all 
spoke more than he did. 

5620. Were you there ou the day of the polliug 
in Granard? — I was not. 

5621. Where were you ? — In Smear Barrack. 

5622. 1 ou belong to the same barrack as the 
last witness ? — Y’es. 

5623. Did you ever see Meany in Granard ex- 
cept the once? — No, I only saw him once; he 
was only jjointed out to me as Meany. 

5624. VYas Mr. Martin there on any occasion 
when you saw Meany ? — I do not know. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



J. Hohton. 

31 Mai'ch 
1870. 



Samcel Noble, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



5625. Abe you a voter for the county? — Y’es. 

5626. Did j'ou vote at the last election for Mr. 
Greville ? — Y”es. 

5627. Did you get anything before you voted ? 
— I cannot say ; I think not. 

5628. Be sure now; did you get any money 
from any one before you voted at the last elec- 
tion ? — Not a penny. 

5629. Y'oudidnot? — No. 

5630. Do you know a man of the name of 
Eugene Reilly? — Yes. 

5631. Did he give you anything? — He did 
not I went to his house, and there was some 
whisky there. I cannot tell how much, and I 
took a glass or two in that way. 

5632. What took you to Reilly’s house ; did 
you get any message to go there? — Yes, I did. 

5633. When was this ? — The Saturday before 
the polling. 

5631. Who bi-onght you tlie message to go to 
Reilly’s? — There was a boy named Mick 

Mr. ^TL'avghlan stated that Samuel 
Noble’s name was only mentioned under the 
head of bribery, and the briber being Father 
Fitzgerald. 

5635. Mr. ExJiam.'] Who was at Reilly’s house 
when you went there ? — I could not say. 

5636. How many were there? — There were 
about five or six. 

5637. Were they all votei-s? — No, I think 
not. 

5638. Do you know their names ? —I was not 
very lon g in that place. 

5639. Were they neighbours? — Yes. 

5640. WTio were they ? --There was that boy 
who came with me, Mick Flaherty, and his 
brother. 

5641. Is he a farmer? — Yes. 

5642. Is he a voter? — No. 

5643. Who else was there ? — His brother. The 
three live in one house, and have no vote. 

178. 



5644. YVho else was there?— A man named 
Pat Harrock. 

5645. Is he a voter? — No. 

5646. Do you know any voter who was there 
besides yourself ’—There was no voter, the man 
of tlie house is a voter. 

5647. Reilly?— Yes. 

5648. Did Reilly give yon any message? — 
No. 

5649. Did he say anything about comiug in to 
poll ? — He a.«ked me would I go in. 

5650. Had you promised to vote for anyone 
up to that time ? — No one asked me. 

5651. What did you say to him: did he ask 
you who you ivoald vote ior? — No,’ he did not; 
not that I could understand. 

5652. When he asked you would you go and 
vote, what did you say? — I said, perlmps I might. 
I said I was not sure. 

5653. What did he then say to you ? — I do not 
exactly know what he said. 

5654. Just think of it? — I could not think of 
it ; I did not think I should be here. 

5655. Was there anything said about your 
horse ? — There was something. 

5656. Did he tell you that Father Fitzgerald 
had announced that eveiy one that would go in 
would get 1 1, for their horse? — No. 

5657. YYbat did he say about the horse ? 

He asked me would I bring the horse with me. 

I said it was not worth while, I could walk in. 

5658. What else did be say about the horse ? 

Nothing. 

5659. W as anything said about your being paid 
for the horse ? — No, 

5660. Did ) ou lend the horse to jinybody? — 
No, I left him at home. 

5661. W^henyou said you did not know whether 
you would vote or not, what did he say to you ? 

I do not know ; I cannot say. 

5662. How did it come that he spoke to you 
about the horse? — He asked me would I bring a 

P 2 horse 



8. Noble. 
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horse to carry uie if I would go inj and I said no 
I would not, I would walk in. 

5663. Did you promise him to go before you 
left that night?— No, I did not. 

5664. Did Reilly give you any money that 
? — No, not a farthing. 

5665. Nor anyone in his house ? — Not one. 
66C6. Did Reilly say anything to you about 

money that day ? — No. 

5667. Or did anyone in the house? — Not one. 



5668. Did he say anything to you about 
wliisky, or about treating anyone ? — No, not a 
word. 

5669. Or getting any ? — Not a w’ord. 

Cross-exauiiued by Mr. M'Laughlan. 

5670. I believe you are not a Catliolio? — No. 

5671. A Protestant? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Eugene Reilly, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



£. Reilly. 



5672. Weke you in Court while Samuel 
Noble v'as being examined ? — No, I did not see 
him examined. 

5673. Do you recollect Samuel Noble being 
in your house any time before the election? — 
Yes, lie was. 

5674. How long before the polling-day was he 
there ? — I could not say exactly whether it was 
the Saturday night before. 

5675. What brought him there? — There was 
half a gallon of whisky. 

5676. When you got the half gallon of whisky, 
had you sent for Noble to come over and di-ink 
it? — No ; I sent before I got it. 

5677. Wliere did you get the price of that 
whisky? — I got it une.vpectedly from Rather 
Fitzgerald. 

5678. Do you recollect wh.at day it. was that 
you got it from Father Fitzgerald ? — That even- 
ing or the day it was drunk. 

5679. Was it an order, or was it money that 
you got ? — It Avas a fcAv shillings. 

5680. How much? — 11 s. or 12 s. 

5681. £. 1?— No. 

5682. 11 s. or 12 s. ?— Yes. 

5683. Where had you aeeu Father Fitzgerald? 
— In his own house. 

5684. Did you go tip to Father Fitzgerald’s 
house for the money ? — I did not go with the in- 
tention of going to him. 

5685. When you were there with another in- 
tention, did you ask for tlie money ? — No. 

5686. Did he offer to give you the money? — 
Yes. 

5687. You are a voter yourself ?— Yes, I ar- 
rived, and passed a vote. 

5688. And you voted for Mr. Nugent? — For 
Mr. Greville. 

5689. When Father Fitzgerald gave you the 
12 s., did he tell you what you were to do with 
it ? — No, he did not ; I got half a gallon of whisky. 

5690. What did he giA'e you the 12s. for? — 
I suppose for the drink. 

5691. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.1 Did he say for 
what? — No. 

5692. Mr. Monroe.'] Was there any person 
else at Fadier Fitzgerald’s at the time he gave 
yon the 12 s.? 

Mr. Seijeant Armstrong objected to the 
ex.-miination, on the ground that there Avas 
no such name as tliat of this man in the Bill 
of Particulars. 

Mr. .Justice Fitzgerald over-ruled the 
objection. 

5693. Mr. Monroe.] You say you had sent for 
Noble ; had you sent for Noble before you went 
to Father Fitzgerald ? — I told the boy to go for 
Pat Han-ack and Noble. 



6694. Was that before you went to Fathei' 
Fitzgerald’s at all ? — No. 

6695. After you came from Father Fitz- 
gerald’s, you sent for him and these three ? — Yes. 

5696. What did you go up to Father Fitz- 
gerald’s that day for? — I could not say; I did 
not go for any money or anything. 

5697. What took you to Father Fitzgerald’s 
at all that day when you came home AVith the 
12 s. ? — I went doAvn on account of getting some 
drink. 

5698. I thought you said just noAV you did not; 
did you ask Father Fitzgerald for the money or 
for drink? — No, I did not ask him for money. 

5699. Or drink? — No; Avait till I sec; yes, I 
axed him to get an order, or somctliiug like that; 

I cannot say ex.actly ; I cannot tliink. 

5700. Try and tliink Avhat you w’cnt and asked 
Fatiier Fitzgerald for ; Avhat did you ask him 
for ? — I did not ask him for money ; I axed him 
to get some drink. 

5701. Did you lay out the whole 12 5 . in drink? 
— I got a gallon. 

5702. How much of the 12 s. did you lay out 
in drink ? — Nine shillings ; and then I got half a 
pint of spirits or a naggiii, I cannot say exactly. 

5703. Did you lay out the whole 12 s.? — I 
cannot say exactly. 

5704. Hoav much of tlie 12 s. did you brin^ 
home with you? — I cannot say exactly; I think 
Is. 

5705. When you asked Father Fitzgerald for 
the drink, what did he say to you ? — He said, 
" Here is a fcAV shillings ; all the money I am pos- 
sessed of.” 

5706. Did you heai" anything said about horses, 
and H. for horses ? — No. 

5707. At any time ? — No, not that time that i 
can recollect. 

5708. What time did you hear of it? — I can- 
not say what time it was, but I heard people say 
back aud foi-Avards that they would get money 
for horses. 

5709. Did you hear the voters saying that they 

were to get money for horses ? — No, 1 could not 
say that. ^ , 

5710. Who did you heai' say that? — By uod, 
I could not tell. 

5711. Try? — I cannot. 

5712. Was it commonly talked of in the coun- 
try? — No, not commonly. , 

6713. How often did you hear it?— I heard 
it, to the best of my opinion, once or twice. 

5714. Where did you hear it once or twice f 

1 cannot say. . , 

5715. Did you hear that Father Fitzgerald 

had given it out in the chapel ?— No. 

5716. Who did you hear saying that ? — I 

not say. I never heard Famer Fitzgerald, or 

•' any 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TRIAL OP THE LOi'GPOED COUNTY ELECTION PETITION. 



117 



any other priest, say he Troiilcl get 1 1. in the 
chapel. 

5717. What put the one pound iu your head? — 
I did nod hear Father Fitzgerald say it, because 
I was not at chapel during the time of the elec- 
tions, at the time Father Fitzgerald was reading 
the mass. 

5718. Did Father Fitzgerald say anything to 
you, when you were there that day, about going 
into Granavd, or were you to go into Granard at 
any time ? — No, he did not. 

5719. Did he ever speak to you about going 
into Granard ? — No. 

5720. Or about Noble ? — Not a word. 

5721. Had you any conversation with Father 
Fitzgerald about the election ? — No, I had not. 

5722. Come now, do you mean to say that you 
never had any conversation with Father Fitz- 
gerald about the election at all? — I could not 
exactly say. 

6723. When had you the first conversation 
with him? — I could not say what time. 

5724. You cannot tell me when or where ? — 
I cannot tell you where. 

5725. What was the conversation that you had 
with him; what did Father Fitzgerald say lo 
you? — I cannot mind it now. 

5726. Tell me any conversation that ever 
passed between you and Father Fitzgerald about 
the election; come, don’t be afraid?— By God, I 
could not tell you. 

5727. Where was it ? — I met him on the road, 
and 1 was often in the house ; the night I could 
not say. 

572S. ‘Where have you been since you have 
been in town ? — I have been at a friend’s place. 



5729. Did you give your evidence to any per- E. Rtil/v- 

son ? — No. ■ t; — , 

5730. Do you know Mr, Reynolds? — Yes. * 

5731. Were you down with Mr. Reynolds ? — I ' 

was. 

5732. In his office ?— Yes. 

5733. Were you with that gentleman there ? — 

I went down to some house in the town. 

5734. What about? — I went down to some 
bouse in the town. 

5735. Who took you there? — Myself. 

5736. I am asking you whether you were with 
Mr. Reynolds since you came into Longford ? — 

No, I was not. 

5737. What house in the town were you in that 
you were talking of ?— In a friend’s house, a man 
in the town. 

5738. Were yon in any other house ? 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] I do not see the 
point in following him from house to house. 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

5739. What is your Christian name ? — They 
call me Eugene Reilly. 

5740. What is your father’s name? — Owen 
Reilly. 

5741. Is his name Eugene ? — Owen. 

5742. On your oath, are not your and your 
father’s name the same? — Yes. 

5743. Were you speaking with Mr. Christo- 

5 )her Reynolds, this geutleman on whose shoulder 
i have my hand, at all this week ? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



James Kelly, sworn; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



5744. Where do you live ? — At Half Carton, 

5745. Are you a voter ? — Yes. 

5746. Did you vote ? —Yes. 

5747. For whom ? — For Mr. Greville. 

5748. Where did you poll, in Granard? — Yes. 

5749. How did you go into Granard? — Walked 
iu. 

5750. Had you a horse ? — No. 

5751. Did you go in alone, or were you with 
other people ? — I was in with another man of the 
next townland. 

5752. Who was he? — Michael Sullivan. 

5753. Was anybody else with you? — Yes; 
there were people on the road with us. 

5754. Were there many? — Yes; there were 
three or four more. 

5755. Were they voters? — No, I tliink not. 

5756. "What time of the day did you go to 
Granard? — I should say 11 o’clock. 

5757. After you voted, did you get any money 
or drink? — No; I got no money or drink. 

5758. At all? — There was money given to a 
man that lie was to divide over the /reeholdei'S. 

5759. Who was that man? — A man of the 
name of James Plunkett. 

5760. Was James Plunkett an elector? — No. 

5761. Did you see J.ames Plunkett get the 
money ? — No. 

5762. Did you go to any place with James 
Plunkett ? — I did ; I came home with him. 

5763. In Granard, did you go to any place 
with him ? — No ; I was with him on the streets 




5764. When you came home, what did you do ? J. Kellu, 

—We went into a public-house in Buiilahey. 

5765. How far is that from Granard? — Tliree 
miles. 

5766. You got no rcfi*esliment in Granard? — 

No. 

5767. What honr did you come home? — We 
were at home between one and two o’clock. 

5768. When you got to Bunloshey were there 
any otlier voters with you ? — Yes, there was. 

5769. How many? — Seven more. 

5770. Did you all go into this public-house ? — 

Yes. 

5771. What was the public-house? — Brian 
Kirnan's. 

5772. "WTiat did you get there ? — We first got 
a gallon of whisky. 

5773. paid for it? — It was paid out of 
the money Plunkett got. 

5774. Did you see Plunkett pay for it? — I 
saw him give the money to Kii-nan. 

5775. How much money had Plunkett? — 

Three pounds. 

5776. Did seven of you drink that gallon of 
whisky? — The seven voters and myself, and a 
great many others. 

5777. The others ivere not voters ? — No. 

5778. jHow many people might there have 
been, ofi the people who were dianking this 
gallon ? — a suppose all that came in there were 
upwards of 20 persons. 

5779. When vou di-ank the gallon, what did 
you do then ? — I'here was a man going in town, 
and we gave a pound out of it to that man. 

p 3 6780. Who 
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J. Kelly. 5780. Wliowashe? — James Crawley. 

5781. What was he ?— A labotiriug man. 

31 March 5782. What did you give him 1 1. for? — To 
1870. as.«isthini. 

5783. As charity ? — Yes. 

5784. From yourselves ? — Yes. 

5785. Was that done by an agreement among 
ourselves that you would give him the 1 1. ? — 
'es. 

5786. Was he a poor man?- Yes, he was a 
poor man. 

5787. Had you any difference of opinion about 
giving the him 1 ?. ? — We all agreed. 

5788. Who proposed that it should be given ? 
-I did. 

5789. And the others all agreed? — Yes. 

5790. And no one objected ? — No. 

5791. The one who had the 2 1. "ave him the 1 /. ? 
— No, he gave it to the man at the public-house ; 
to ICirnan, to give him it in value as he thought 
proper to give it. 

5792. That was in order to prevent the poor 
man spending it all at once? — Yea. 

5793. What was his name? — James Crawley. 

5794. Was he a labouring man ? — Yes. 

5795. Did you know him to he in great dis- 
tress? — Yes. 

5796. Had he ever worked for you?- -He did 
work for me. 

5797. Was he one of your labourers ? — Occa- 
sionally. 

5798. Was he working for you at that time ? 
- No. 

5799. How long before had he been working 
for you ? — It might have been 12 months. 

5800. Had he a house? — Yes. 

5801. Where was he living? — In the town of 
Bimloshey. 

5802. Where do you live? — Half Carton. 

5803. Is that far fi-om BunlosJiey ? — No; three 
mile.s. 

5804. Whose house do you live in ? — Michael 
Sullivan’s. 

6805. Was he one of the people with you? — 
Yes. 

5806. Was he a voter ? — Yes. 

5807. That was 1 1. ; what is the price of a 
gallon of whisky ? — I believe 18 s. 6 d. 

5808. Then what was done with the other 1 1.? 
— When that gallon of whisky was drunk I 
left, and I was told that the man who got the 
money gave 7 «. 6 d. to his brother, who did vote, 
as he was not there, and I heard that another 
voter had 5 s- of it, and he got 6 s. more of it for 
drink. 

5809. Did you get any of it? — No; the part 
I said I uoulcl give to Crawley. 

5810. Was your share to go to the poor man, 
in addition to the I I. ? — I told the man I would 
not take any ; I would give it to Crawley. 

5811. If he Mould have given it you, you would 
have taken it? — Yes, I think so. 



5812. Did you know beforehand that there 
was this money to he given to tliis man to treat 
you ? — No. 

5813. When did you first know that he had 
that money? — In the public-house, afterwards. 

5814. After or before you got it? — After I 
passed my vote. 

5815. Who told you that he had it? — He did 
himself. 

5816. Do you know Father Gilligau? — Yes. 

5817. Was he there that day?- — Yes. 

5818. Did you see him giving any money to 
anyone ? — No. 

5819. Did the man who had' the money tell 
you M'here he gor it? — He did. 

5820. Where did he say he got it?— He said 
from the priest. 

5821. From Father Gilligan ? — He did not 
mention any name. 

5822. Is Father Gilligan your priest? — He is 
my curate. 

5823. And is he the curate of his parish too? 
—Yes- 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLuughlan. 

5824. When you say *' my curate,” you do not 
mean that you are the parish priest ? — No. 

6825. ifow far is where you live from where 
you polled in Graiiard ? — It is reckoned three 
miles. 

5826. Did you in any way vote because you 
expected money or driuk? — I did not expect 
anything. 

5827. You were not bribed? — No. 

5828. This moucy that was given was given 
to get diink fur the voters after they were polled? 
— I did not know what it was for. 

5829. Was not that what it was used for? — 
Part of it. 

5830. Aud a part you gave to a poor man in 
chaiity? — Yes. 

5831. Crawley, to whom you gave it, is not a 
voter? — No. 

5832. You any you loft Granard, aud went to 
Bunloshey about one or two o’clock ? — Yes. 

5833. Why did not you drink it in Granard; 
was Granard quiet at the time ? — There was 
excitement tliere. 

5834. And you got away early? — Yea. 

5835. Before tlie gi'eat row that there was, 
the fight, the battle of Gallows Hill? — Yes, I 
saw stone-throwing there. 

5836. There was stone-throwing even before 
you went away ? — I believe there was. 

58.37. Did you see any houses broken in Gra- 
nard at all ? — Not one. 

5838. Did you see any windows broken ? — 
Yes, tbe Market-house windows had one pane 
broken. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Jambs Arkins, sworn 5 Examined by Mr. Exham. 



J. Arkins. 5839. Where do you live? — At Cavtron- 
markay. 

5840. Are you a voter ? — ^Yea. 

5841. Did you vote at the last election: — 
Yes. 

5842. For Gre'ville Nugent? — Yes. 

5843. Where did you poll ? — At Granard. 



Mr. McLavghlan7\ This is a peculiar 
case ; your Lordship will recollect that my 
learned friend Mr. Beijeant Armstrong drew 
attention to the fact that no names were 
given in the Bill of Particulars of the p ersons 
upon whom undue influence had been exer- 
cised. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Justice Fitzgerald overruled the ob- 
jection. 

5844. Mr. Exham.'] "What hour of the day did 
you vote? — About 11 o’clock. 

5845. Wlio came to town with you? — A man 
of the name of Lawrence O’Brien and Thomas 
Haney. 

5846. Did the three of you come in together? 
— Yes. 

5847. How did yon come in? — We walked 
in. 

5848. After you polled, did you get any 
money ? — I did. 

5849. How much? — Five shillings, cash, and 
something in change was left. 

5850. Who gave you the money ? — Law- 
rence O’Brien brought 2 and left them on 
the table, and they were talking between them- 
selves about how they would change it. I took 
the 2 /., and I went down and changed it, and I 
handed this man liis 5 s., and the other man his 
5 s. ; and so and so. 

5851. And yon kept 5 s. yourself? — Yes. 

5852. Did you drink a quart of whisky? — 
Part of it. 

5853. Where did you divide it? — In Granard. 

5854. At a public-house ? — Tea. 

5855. Where ? — A man’s house of the name of 
John Connor. 

5856. How much did you pay for the quart of 
whisky ? — There was a quart of whisky, and the 
people in brought up the balance and a few half- 
pence, and every man had 5 s. 

5857. When you say everyone, how many 
were there ? — Seven. 

5858. Were they all voters ? — Yes. 

6859. How soon was it after you voted? — I 
cannot recollect. 

5860. About how soon? — It was not very 
long. 

5861. Immediately after, I suppose ? —About 
an hour, I think. 

5862. Wliere did he get the money; did he 
tell you ? — Yes. 

5863. Prom whom ? — I think it was the liev. 
Father M'Gaver. 

5864. Did you see the Rev. Father M'Gaver 
there? — Yes. 

5865. Was he up at the polling-booth? — He 
was, backwards and forwards. 

5866. Taking the voters up ? — Yes. 

5867. Is he your priest, one of tliem ? — I am 
with another clergyman. 

5868. But you know him? — Yes. 

6869. Did you leave Granard after you had 
this drink and divided the money ? — No, we did 
not ; there was annoyance and we stopped inside 
the market house. 

5870. Did you comeback to the market-house? 
We stopped inside, because there was a little 
noise ; we stopped inside and got refreshment. 



5871. Did 5 ou get your refreshment in the 
market-hou.se ? — Yes. 

5872. Who brought it in ? — Some boy. 

5873. Did you pay for it? — No. 

5874. Were there many voters Laving refresh- 
meat in the market-house beside ? — Yes. 

5875. Did you make up your mind to go back ? 
— No ; there were two and me. 

5876. Were there other voters you knew ? — 
Yes. 

5877. Did you get much bread and porter? — 
As much as we could take. 

5878. How long did you and the others stay 
in the market-house, taking the bread and 
porter ? — We stopped till we satisfied ourselves. 

6879. As long as yon satisfied yourselves with 
the di'ink ? — No, till we were ready to go. 

5880. Did you go home? — Two neighbours, 
myself and a man named Reilly, got home on a 
ear. 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

5881. What do you mean to say, that you 
were all prepared to go ; was there any disturb- 
ance that prevented you going earlier? -Yes; 
that was wliat kept us. 

5882. What was the disturbance like ; any 
windfiw breaking ? — I saw one pane of \vindow 
broke in the market-house, very near to a re- 
spectable gentleman ; he was nearly hurt by it. 

5833. How long were you waiting in the 
market-hou.se before you left? — A good while. 
5884. Sinne hours? — Yes. 

588.5. I suppose you got hungry during that 
time?— I did not feel much hunger. 

5886. Were not they waiting a good time 
there before the food was brought to tliem ? — 
Yes. 

5887. Was it the Reverend Father M'Gaver 
or the curate that was referred to by O’Brien; 

ou said that Lawrence O’Brien told you that 
e liad got the money from Father M'Gaver? — 

5888. WTiich Father M'Gaver w.is it ? — 
Young Father M'Gaver. 

5889. You voted for Ml-. Greville Nugent? — 
Yes. 

5890. I believe you are not a Catholic either ? 
—No. 

5891. Were you bribed for voting for Mr. 
Greville Nugent at the last election ? — No ; that 
is all I got. 

5892. Would you have voted for him before 
or no ? — Yes. 

5893. Had not you voted for him before you 
got the money ? — ^es. 

5894. You .are sure that the money you got tor 
the drink had no influence upon your vote one 
way or the other, had it? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



J. 

.31 March 
1870. 



Peter Dalet, sworn; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



5895. Were you in Granard the day of the 
election? — I was. 

Mr. Serjeant Armslrong inquired what 
this Witness was going to be examined upon, 
as his name did not appear in the Billof Par- 
ticulai-s. 

Mr. Batt stated, that the object they had 
in calling this Witness was to strengthen the 



proof of agency on the part of Father Fitz- p, Daiey. 
gei-ald. — . 

5896. Sir. Monroe.] Did you poll at Granard 
that day? — Yes. 

5897. Did you see the Rev. Mr. Fitzgerald 
and the Rev. Sir. O’ReOly there ? — Yes. 

5898. Did you see mem brinpng up the 
voters, and having them polled ? — Y es. 

p 4 5899. Did 
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P. T)aU;i. 

31 March 
1870, 



5899. Dicl they hold a tally-ijapcr of the 

voters?— Yes. . .u 1 

5900. They read out the names to the shenit ! 
— Yes. 

590L Was it for Mr. Nugent’s party ?— Yes, 
it was. -r^. ,, , 

5902. Were both the Kev. Mr. Fitzgerald and 
the Rev. Mr. O’Reilly active during the day in 
bringing up the voters ? — The part of tlie day I 
saw them tliey were. 

5903. Over what time did that extend? — Half 
an hour. 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughtun. 

5904. You say as far as you saw while you 
saw them, was that it? — Sir ? 

5905. Do you know what I mean ?— No. 

5906. Fatfier Fitzgerald and Father O’Reilly 
were active that day bringing up the voters ?— 
Y'es. 

5907. 'VVei'c you active that day yourself?— I 
think I was as active as a man at my time of life 
can. be. 

5908. Had you a pistol tlint day at all?~I 
had. 

5909. Were you put out of the booth that d.ay 
by the sheriff for your violent conduct ? — No. 

5910. Are you sui*e of that ? — Right sure. 

5911. Do you see that gentleman behind me? 
—Yes. 

5912. Do you know tlie sub-sheriff? — Y'es. 

5913. Do you persist in saying that you were 
not put out of the booth that day for your violent 
conduct; were you put out? — No, I went out. 

5914. Did anyone persuade you to go? — No. 



5915- Did anyone order you to go out? — Yes. 

5916. Who ordered you? — Deputy Kelly. 

5917. Did he say if you did not go out that he 
would have you put out by the police ? — Some- 
thing like that. 

5918. Tell us wiiat it was? — He called upon 
the police to clear the booth. 

5919. That was when he wanted you to go? — 
After he asked me to go, I said I Avould not go 
unless he put tlm clergymen out-. 

5920. I believe you Avere shaking your fist in 
the faces ol'thc clergymen? — I did not. 

5921. Upon your oath, Avere you not? — Upon 
my oath, I Avas not. 

5922. Were not you roaring and shouting in 
their faces?— No. 

5923. Was there any man in the booth so 
violent as you ? — There was ]io mau so peaceable 
as me. 

Re-examined by Mr. Monroe. 

5924. What did you get that reA’olvev for ? — 
I had a special I'eason for carrying it. 

5925. What did you bring it in for ? — For my 
OAvn protection, of course. 

5926. From what? — From any violence I 
might meet. 

5927. Was there a Greville mob that day ? — 
Yea. 

5928. A very large one ? — Yes. 

5929. Y'ou voted for Martin? — Yes. 

5930. Mv. McLau^hlan.l Was there a Martin 
mob on that day?— Y^cs. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Michael Hourican, re-called; Examined by Mr. IjuU. 



M. 

HourJr.an, 



59.31 . Just shoAv me your books ? — ( The books 
were handed to the leariied counsel.") 

5932. Will you SAvear noAV that your Avife de- 
stroyed all the orders you got?— I will swear it. 

593.3. Will you now SAvear, on your oath, that 
your wife desti-oyed all the orders you got? — I 
could not say that. 

5934. Do you know of auy orders that are not 
destroyed?— I do not know of any. 

5935. Do you understand Avhat I ask you ; do 
you believe that there are any orders not burnt ; 
now, on your oath, tell the truth?— I could not 
believe it ; I do not knoAV it. 

5936. Do you believe that they are all de- 
stroyed or burnt; on your oath, nOAV?— They 
were all rolled up together, and put on the fire. 

5937. Were all the orders in that paper, upon 
your oath? — All I got from Father O’Reilly 
was in it. 

5938. Did you get back all the orders from 
Father O’Reilly ? — I believe I did. 

5939. Will you swear tliat you did? — Yea, I 
Avill swear so, to the best of my belief. 

5940. What is that leaf tom out of that book for 
{handing the booh to the Witnes'i)'i — I could not 
tell. 

5941. What is this book ? — A sort of day-book. 

5942. Does this book contain all the people 
who drank in your house these days? — -No, I 
used to write down on a slip of paper. 

5943. Does that book containFather O’Reilly’s 
orders? — It contains a great deal more than 
that. 



5944. Have you your father’s account here? 
— I could not tell. 

5945. Mr. Exkam^l la your father’s name 
Philip? — Y’es. 

5946. Mr. Butt.'] Do you see this here on the 
1st of January {handing the hook to the lVHness)\ 
just see how many people drank in your house on 
the 1st of January; is all that for orders on the 
1st of January ?— There are no orders at all; they 
are customers of mine tliat got articles. 

5947. YThere are the orders of that day ?— On 
a slip of paper ; 1 used to put them down. 

5948. Do you mean to say that tliat book con- 
tains none of the orders ? —A little. 

5949. Why did you put some of the orders m 
this book and not all?— When I had the book 
open I Avrote them down there. 

5950. Did you keep a separate slip of paper tor 
the orders? — No- 

5951. Did you write anything but the orders 

on iliis slip of paper? — I do not know AA’hat you 
mean by that ; if you avouM bring an order tor 
30 s. worth, or a quart of whisky, or a pint ot 
whisky, I Avould write it on a slip of paper to 
show tliat you got it. , , * 

5952. Y^hat 18 diat 10? tliere in thatbook that 

you lent your father on the 5th of January ; 0 
you say that your father gave you 10 1. on the ot 
of January ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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John McInerney, sworn; Examined by Mr. Butt. 



5989. TPliat did Father Fitzgerald say about J. 

tlie horses ? — He said he would want some few Jlclnernsy. 
men to bring in the old men who could not walk. 

5990. Are you sure that he mentioned the old 31 March 

men? — Yes. 1870. 

5991. Did he say how many horses there 

would be wanted ? — Three or four tvould bring 
them in. “ 

5992. Did he say Uiat? — He did. 

5993. I ask what Father Fitzgerald said in the 
yard ; did he say tliat three or four horses would 
he wanted ? — He did. 

5994. Did he say what would be jjaid for the 
three or four horses ? — He did not .say but tliat 
they would get some wages. 

5995. Did he mention a pound ?— He did not. 

5996. Will you swear that ? — I will ; there 
was no wages got. 

6997. Will you swear that Father Fitzgerald 
did not mention a pound ? — Pie did si>eak about 
a pound. 

5998. Was every person who gave a horse to 
get a pound ; was tliat ivhat he s.aid? — Yes. 

5999. Did lie say that every voter who would 
give his horse would get a pound ? — Xo. 

6000. Did he say that everyone, whether he 
voted or not, would get a pound ?— He said that 
everybody would get a pound who took an old 
man. 

6001. Did he say you were not to go in on 
your own horse, because you would uot be p.aid 
for it? — Yes, be did. 

6002. Did uot he tell you that it would be 
against the law for your being paid going in on 
your own horse ; do you recollect his cautioning 
you to obey the law ? — He did. 

6003. Tlien lie told you it would be against 
the law for you to get a pound for going in on 
your own horse? — 



5953. Where do you lire ? — At Aughatrlne. 

5954. Is that in Columbkill ?— It is. 

5955. Do you recollect treating any of the 
neighbours in your bouse ? — I do not. 

5956. Was there any drink going on in your 
house ? — There was ; I was not in ilie house. 

5957. Did you ever bring home any drink to 
your house ? — I did. 

5958. How much drink did you bring home to 
your house ? — A quart, aud I paid for it myself. 

5959. Did you ever get home any drink that 
you did not pay for? — Xo. 

5960. Have you any sons ? — Yes. 

5961. How many? — Two. 

5962‘. Were you in the house when your sons 
gave any drink ? — They drank it before 1 came 
in. 

5963. Who did you see in the house when you 
did come ? — A few of tlie boys. 

•5964. You were never in the bouse when any 
drink was drunk ? — No ; I came in when they 
were finishing it. 

5965. When was that? — The day after the 
election. 

5966. Did you vote? — I did. 

5967. Have you a horse? — Yes. 

5968. Did he take in anyone on the election 
day? — Xot one ; he only took in me. 

5969. Did you ever hear anything said by any- 
body about getting 1 1. for horses going into the 
election? — No, I did not. 

5970. Or that anybody who would take in a 
horse would get a pound; did you hear that? — 
There were three or four cars to bring in the old 
men who could not walk. 

5971. Wlien was that ? — The day of the poll. 

5972. Were you asked to send yom- horse ? — 
I was not. 

5973. What did you hear about the cars that 
were taking the old men who could not walk ? — 
That they would get some pay for them. 

5974. Who did you hear say that? — The 
priest. 

5975. Father Fitzgerald ? — Yes, but there was 
no pay got. 

5976. Are you sure of that? — Yes, not a far- 
thing. 

5977. What did you lieai- Father Fitzgerald 
say about it? — About what ? 

5978. You heard the priest saysoinethiug about 
taking the old men ; what did Father Fitzgerald 
say ? — That they would be paid for bringing in 
the old men. 

5979. "VVTio were to bring in the old men? — 
Any people thjit would bring their horse. 

5980. \Ylien did you hear Father Fitzgerald 
say this ? — The morning of the poll. 

5981. Where? — Oo the road. 

5982. Were you going into Granard with 
these men when you said it ? — I was not ; I did 
not see him. 

5983. You did not heai‘ him say that? — I did 
on Sunday. 

5984. Where did he say it on Sunday ? — Out- 
side the chapel. 

5985. In the chapel yai’d ? — Yes. 

5986. Were you in chapel on Sunday? — I was. 

5987. And cUd P'ather Fitzgerald ask you to 
meet him outside the chapel after mass ? — Yes. 

5988. Did you stay in the chapel on the Sun- 
day ?— Yes. 

178. 



Mr. Serjeant Armstrong objected to the 
question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald overruled the ob- 
jection. 

6004. hir. Buit."] When he said that it would 
bo against the law for you to be paid if you weut 
on your own horse, did he tell you to go in ou a 
neighbour’s horse? — I did not lend niy horse to 
any man ; I walked in. 

6005. Did Father Fitzgerald say that people 
mightgive their horse to their ueigllbour to go in 
on ? — He did to oblige them. 

6006. Did he say you might go in on a neigh- 
bour’s horse ? — I did not want it. 

6007. That anybody who could not walk might 
go in on a neighbour’s horse ? — They might. 

6008. Did he say that? — He did not. 

6009. How do you know that these people 
were not paid ? — I know none got it. 

6010. How do you know uiat? — They com- 
plained they had got none. 

6011. Who did you hear complain? — A good 
many. 

6012. Could you give their names ? — I cannot 
give the names now. 

6013. If you could recollect it, it would oblige 
me greatly ? — I cannot tell. 

6014. You say many complained that they got 
none? — I heard a report that they had got none. 

Q 6015. Was 
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6015. "Waa it generally reported tlirough the 
Mclrtemey. counti'y that they were uot paid? — Yes. 

6016. Did you ever yourself speak to Father 

3! March Flanagan about it? — Never. 

1S70. 6017. How many people did you hear com- 

plaining that they liad not got the money ? — 
From report I lieard it. 

6018. Did yon hear one man say if he had 
known it he would not have voted ? — I did uot. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

6019. You voted for Mr. Grevillc at the last 
election ?■ — Yes. 

6020. Were you bribed? -No; I did not get 
a glass of whisky tlirough the whole of it, or a 
cup of tea. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



James Mulviicill, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 

J.Mulvihill. 6021. YoD voted for Mr. Grevillc Nugent at Edmond, and I would not get any money iu the 

the last election ? — Yes. yard. 

60‘^2. Did yon receive any money from any 6045. Is that Mr. Thomas Maxwell, of Bally, 
person? — I did. mahon? — Yes. 

6023. From whom? — Tom Maxwell. 6046. Doyou live near Ballymahon? — Sixniiles 

6024. Of where ? — Of Ballymahon. from it. 

6025. How much did you receive ?—£. 1. 6047. Are you acquainted with Mr, Maxwell? 

6026. >?1iat was the day you got it; do you — Yes. 

recollect ?— On the meeting days at Ballymahon ; 6048. I suppose Mr. Maxwell knew that you 

I think it might be the 23vd of December; lam wereavoter? — I think he did; he knew I held 
not sure ; I think that was the date- a farmhouse. 

6027. Wliat did he say to you when he gave 6049. When you went up to Mr. Maxwell 

you the pound ? — He hardly said iinythiug about where was he ; was it in his own house ? — He was 
It when he gave it me. In the room in the hotel. 

6028. Did he say what he gave it you for ? — 6050. Do you recollect seeing any person with 

He did not. Mr. Maxwell when you went into the hotel to 

^ 6029. Did you go up to Mr. Maxwell and ask ask for the money ? — There were many when I 
him for the j)ound, or did he come and give it went iu ; but they were going out when I went 
you ?— I went and .asked for the money. in. 

6030. Did you say what you wanted it for ? — 6051. Did you see some voters coming out of 

No, I did uot ; but as I saw money being given the room where Mr. Maxwell was ? — No ; they 
out on that occasion 1 asked for some money. were aasistnnte of his iu Ballymalion. 

6031. Who did you see giving out money upon 6052. Were Mr. Maxwell’s assistants in the 
that occasion ? — In the hotel-yard that clay I saw room iu tlic liotcl ^vith him ? — I think so. 
money given out of the window to sever.al peo]de. 6053. Did you see any clergyman in that room 

6032. Who were giving the money out? — The with Mr. Maxwell, in or out ? — No, I did not. 

Catholic clergymen. ^ 6054. Were Mr. Maxwell’s assistants sitting 

6033. What were their names? — I heard one there writing? — They were coming out at the 

of their names was Father O’Beilly. time I was going in. 

6034. Father O’Reilly, of Columbkill? — No. 6055. Wits Mr. Maxwell alone when you went 

6035. Do yon know where he is from ? — From in and asked him for the money, or were the 

Garrick -Edmond. ^ clerks there ? — They were coining out at the time 

6036. _ To whom did you see Father O’Reilly, I was going in; Ido not know whether they 
of Carrick-Ednioud, giving the money? — They were clerks. 

were principally people from the Carrick-Echnond 6056. Wk.t did you say to Mr. Maxwell?— 
TV! were giving out money like shot out in tlie 

6037. Did you see any person except Father yard, and I thouaht I had a right to some. 

O’Reilly, of Carrick-Eumond, giving money in 6057. You tlioun-ht you had right to it ? — Yesl 

the yard day ?— 1 did not, 6058. And you took some ?— Yes. 

6038. Was it notes or silver, or what? — I 

think it was silver. r> nr nr t ji 

6039. How many people were in the yard when Oro8s-exa.nmed by Mr, McLmghlan. 

Father O’Reilly was distributing the money? — 6059. Have you given your evidence to any- 

One hundred or two hundred. body for this inquiry ?— I have. 

6040. In what way was he giving it ; were the 6U60. To whom? — A man came to my bouse 
people coming up and getting it fr<--n him, or was and asked me about it ; I did get money that day 
he carrying it to them? — One of the clergy spoke In Ballymahon, and I told him I did. 

out to the people that had come, to appoint a man 6061. Do you know who he was ? — I do. 

out of every townslaud with their own consent, 6062. I suppose he has a name ; if so, give it to 

and go there he would give them some money. us? — His name is Pat Belton. 

6041. Do you recollect which of the clergy 6063. What does he follow ? — He is a farmer’s 

said that. Father O’Reilly or any of the other son. 

clergy? — I cannot say. 6064. A young man? — A young man. 

6042. Was it the same priest as you saw giv- 6065. Did his father vote, do you know, at the 

ing the money out? — I cannot say. election ? — I do not know. 

6043. With the exception of the two piiests 6066. Do you know Pat Belton, the youngest 
you saw giving money in the hotel- yard, did you fellow? — Yes. 

Me any o&er person distiibuting money that day ? 6067. And did he come to you and ask ypu 

— I did not see anyone else. whether you got a pound, and you said you did, 

6044. Why should you go to Mr. Tom Max- S'Ud he walked away and no more was said by 
well to ask him? — Because I was not in Garrick- either party ? — Y es, that is it. 

6068. Did 
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6068. Did you give any evidence to anybody 
in the town here ? — Not a word. 

6069. Notone?— No. 

6070. What day was tliis ? — That Belton was 
speaking to me ? 

6071. You may answer it if you like ? — I do 
not know the day. 

6072. How long ago is it? — Two or three 
■weeks ago he came to my house in the night. 

6073. And you said nothing to anybody about 
it since, I am sure? — I do not recollect seeing 
anybocly; anybody that asked me if I got a pound, 
I said I did. 

607-i. You were not bribed at the last elec- 
tion?— No, unless you call that bribery. 

6075. What I a’sked was whether you were 
bribed at the last election; would you say, on 
your oath, that you were ? — (iVo answer.) 

6076. Did you ever vote before ? — No, I did 
not, 

6077. You never voted before ? — No. 

6078. You are very suspicious of my look; do 

you kn .w ill*, ilurtagb ?— Mr. Murtagt, of Long- 
ford ? . , , 

6079. 'I’he gentleman who was examined here 
the fir.^t day ? — I was not here the first day. 

6080. Do you kuow a man of the name of Mr. 
James B. Murtagh; the great man? — I do. 

6081. Where have you been living since you 
came to town ? — I am living in the town. 

6082. Do you live in a house?— I have been 
here only since yesterday morning. 

6083. Where were you all night; you were 
not here all night? — No. 

6084. Where were you? -In a man's house 
of the name of (jeorge Belton. 

6085. Is he any relation of Pat? — I do not 

know. , 

6086. Who got you the lodging there; does he 
keeji a regular lodging house ? — No. 

6087. Did anybody provide the place for you? 
—A friend who was iliere since Monday took me 
there. 

6088. What is liis name? — Nick Flanagan; 
lie took me to a respectable house last night. 

6089. There is no barm in that? — No. 

6090. This day when this money was distri- 
buted iti Bailymahon, was not it me day tliere 
■was a great meetiug there? — Yes. 

6091. And the non-electors were getting 
money for drink ? — Yes. 

6092. The priest said if members of the town- 
lands would select the men, he would give them 
some money? — Yes. 

6093. Did not vou know, upon your solemn 
oath, it was for drink ?— I did not know^ that. 

6094. Have you any doubt about it?— There 
■was not a word about its being for drink. 

6095. What is your belief?— It might be for 
drink; I do not know; there was not a word 
said about it. 

6096. What do you believe?- Ibelieve it might 
be for drink. 

6097. Do not you believe it was; you will 
do them no harm if you answer it; do not you 
believe it was for drink ? — I could not say that 
it was for drink or not ; there was not a word 
said about drink at the time. 

6098. Do not you know that there were crowds 
of young fellows there to escort voters, and that 



they were being refreshed according to the cus- 
tom of the country ? — I believe there was scarcely 
any l oter there. 

6099. Were they not giving a little money to 
protect the voters ; did not you know that it was 
all for driuk ? — I did not know it, because there 
was not a word about driuk on that occasion. 

6100. Do you think the non-voters were biibed? 
— I do not know whether they were bribed ; they 
got the money. 

Re-examined by Mr. Monroe. 

6101. Is the Rev. Mr. Fitzgerald one of your 
curates? — He is the jiarish priest. 

6102. Did the Rev. Mr. Fitzgerald, after that 
took place, allude to any black sheep in tlie con- 
gregation ? — I do not kuow. 

6103. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.) What did you 
do with tlie 1 1. you got? — I spent it on drink. 

6104. With whom '! — With a brother of mine, 
and other neighbours. 

6105. From your townland ? — Yes. 

6106. Did you spend the whole of it on drink? 
—I did. 

6107. On tliat very same day? — On the very 
same day. 

6108. Was there a meeting that day in Baily- 
mahon ?— There -was a meeting. 

6109. And had you come in to attend the 
meeting ? — No ; my horse was at market on busi- 
ness that day. 

6110. Did you bring in any one with you to 
Bailymahon ? — Not from home. 

6111. Did anybody accompany' you in fi’om the 
townland ? — I am not sure whether any man was 
in along with me. 

6112. Or from your neighbourhood? — I am 
sure there was nobody purposely to go to the 
meeting, because the meeting was aU. on ilie 
Greville side that day. 

6113. Did you take any part In the meeting 
yourself; did you attend the meeting?— Not a 
bit. I onlv stood by ; but I did not go up and 
down through the town, as the princijial body of 
the meeting did. I had no stick or nothing. 

6114. Tell me how you said to Mr. Maxwell 
when you asked for the money ; what did you 
aay?-ilgaid ns there -was money giving that I 
expected he would stand to me. 

61 15. Did not I understand you to say before, 
that you said you had a right to it as well as the 
others? — There is not much ditference in that 
either. 

6116. Did you say that? — I am not sure that 
I said so. 

6117. Did you tell him what you wanted the 
money for?~No, I did not tell him what I wanted 
the money for. 

6118. Did you say that it was for drink?— 1 
believe I might say so. 

6119. Have you any doubt that you did? — I 
am not sure I did say so ; I might have said it. 

Mv.M‘Laug/ilan applied that the Witness 
should not leave the town this day, so that 
be might be confronted by the evidence 
which he proposed to call. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.) You may go now ; 
hut you must not leave the town. 



178. Q 2 



J. Mulvihill. 

31 March 
1870 . 
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John Mulvehill, swoiuj Examined by Mr. Exham. 



J. Mulveliill. 6120. AitE you a voter? — lam. 

6121. Did you vote at tbe last election? — 

3t Maivli Yea. 

1870. 6122. EorGreville? — No, for John Martin. 

6123. Did you get any money from anyone 
before the last election ? — I got only 5 s. 

6124. Sviioni did you get 5s. from? — I got 5s. 
from Father O’Bymc the day before the nomi- 
nation. 

6125. Did you get any money from anybody 
else ? — I never got any, only 2 s, I got from my 
brother the day he got it. 

6126. Whom did your brother get it from? — 
Tom Maxwell. 

6127. Is your brother the last witness? — 
Yes. 

6128. Who is the Rev. Mr. O’Ryrne? — Curate 
in the parish church. 

6129. Of your parish ? — Yes. 

6130. Where aid you see him? — Ac bis own 
house. He was giving out half-crowns. 

6131. Did you see him giving out many half- 
crowns? — I stopped there for a few minutes, and 
saw Irini give out about 30 or 40. 

6132. Was it then he gave you the 5s. ? — It 
was, and I demanded it. He asked me what for. 
I said I ought to have a few shillings, the same as 
every other one. 

6133. And he gave you 5 s. ? — He did. 



6134. He knew you were one of his parishion- 
ers ? — I do not know whctliev he did or did not. 
He asked a man who came before me whether he' 
had a vote ; he did not ask me no question. 

6135. Was it his own house? — He stops in a 

lodge ; a room very convenient to the chapel ; I 
was paid there. ’ 

6136. And it was there he was paying? — 
Yes. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

6137. That was for drink, I suppose ? — I snp- 
pose so. 

6138. Those half-crowns would be given out 
for drink by bim. That is what you led him to 
believe you wanted it for ? — That was the pur- 
pose I meaut to turn it to. 

Re-examined by Mr. Exham. 

6139. What did you askliimfor; for drink? 
— I said I came down for some as every one was 
getting some, aud he handed me up half-a-orowu, 
and I said, “ Wliat use is lialf-a-crown ; I shall 
spend it all before going to Longford.” 

6140. Then he gave you the other? — I asked 
him to give me a fe^v■ shillings more. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Francis John Dillon Lanag.\.n, sworn ; Examined by Mr. J\lunro. 



F.J.D. 6141. Where do you live ? — Ballymahou. 

Lanagan. 6142. Do you recollect tlie first of the meetings 
that were held on behalf of Martin ? — I do. 

6143. Were you in Ballymahon tliat day ? — I 

6144. What was the date of that meeting ? — I 
do not remember tire date. 

6145. Do you remember the occasion? — I re- 
member the occasion. 

6146. Did you see any crowd there that day ? 
— I did. 

6147. \Yas tlie ci-owd quiet and orderly ? — It 
was orderly and quiet, but there was a crowd of 
Grevilleites to the i-ight of the hotel, and tliey 
were very disorderly. 

6148. So far as you saw, were the Martin 
ci’owd peaceable and orderly? — Very, and re- 
spectable. 

6149. About what period of the day was it that 
the Martin party assembled ? — I cannot exactly 
say, perhaps 12 o’clock. 

6150. How long after that was it that the 
Greville party came in? — I think the GveviUe 
party were very small on that occasion ; I cannot 
exactly say . 

6151. What did you see the Martin party do- 
ing ? — Mr. Murtagh came out and addressed the 
assemblage, and he got a very quiet hearing, and 
then Mr. Sullivan came out and was intemipted 
by Thomas Maxwell, who asked him who sold the 
county, and then there was a general cry got up 
and kept up. 

6152. Until Mr. Maxwell came aud asked him 
who sold the county, was tliere anything like a 
disturbance by the Martin pai-ty at all ?— ^o, no- 
thing. 

6153. Were you at the second meeting? — I 



saw it from my own house ; 1 did not mix with 
the meeting. 

6154. That was in the streets of Ballymahon ? 
— Yes. 

6155. Do you recollect who were there ad- 
clressiog the people ? — I think that was a Large 
Greville meeting ; there was a small number of 
Mai-tin’s. 

6156. Did the Greville party come in early on 
that morning ? — They did. 

6157. About how many would you say there 
were of tlie Martin sympathisers on tlie second 
occasion? — Much smaller than the Grevilles._ 

6158. Were the Grevilleites two or three times 
as large as the others? — I think so. 

6159. Did you see anything done by the Mar- 
tinites on that occasion to disturb the peace of the 
place ? — No. 

6160. Were you present at any other meeting, 
either of Martinites or Grevillites, at Ballyma- 
hon ? — There was a third meeting, and a very 
large mamrity of the Martins. 

6161. Was that what you would say was a 
Martinite or a Grevillelte meeting?— I think Gre- 
villeite. 

6162. Do you recollect who it was that was 
addressing the meeting on that occasion? 

— I think Mr. Sullivan, but I was at my own 
door, about 50 yards away, and there were other 
gentlemen. 

6163. Upon that occasion did you see the Mar- 
tinites do anything to disturb the peace of the 
town ? — Nothing. 

6164. Was there was large crowd of the Gre- 
ville party there too? — No, I do not think there 
was. This is the last meeting that took place in 
Ballymahon before the election. 

6165. On 
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616o. On that occasion, when you say the Mav- 
tinites had Ballymahon almost to themselTCs, did 
they do anything in wrecking the houses, and so 
on ? — Nothing. They were most orderly. A 
better conducted party I never saw; nor more 
respectable ; of the class of well-dressed country 
people. 

Cross-examined by Mr. McLatighlan, 

6166. I think you said it was the most orderly 
and best-conducted crowd that ever you saw ? — 
As far as I saw. 

6167. And you had a good o])portunity of see- 
ing ? — Yes, 

6168. And you were there with jyour wife and 
family ? — No, I have no wife and family. 

6169. What was the date of the first meeting ? 
— I do not remember the day of the month. 

6170. What was the interval between the first 
and the second ? — I cannot say ; I kept no ac- 
count. 

6171. This is all a delusion about any disturb- 
ance on the port of the Martinites ? — I speak of 
what I have seen. 

6172. Was there any other man on the outside 
surface of the earth that saw this but yourself? — 
I answer for myself. 

6173. And you exclude the rest of the human 
race ? — No, it is quite enough for me to answer 
what I know. 

6174. Do you think Mr. Murtagh a good 
speaker? — Well, I have heard him speak rvell. 

6175. And bad!}'? — No, I never heard him 
apeak but once. 

6176. Do you prefer him to Meaney ? — I did 
not hear- hleaney speak at all. I told you I was 
not at that meeting when Meaney was there. 

6177. Of course Meaney was one of the promi- 
nent members of the Cabinet on that occasion, 
naturally enough?- — I know nothing about it. 

6178. How often was Meaney there ?— I do not 
know. 

6179. How often was Mr. Murtagh there? — I 
never saw Meaney in my life. 

6180. How often was Mr. Sullivan there? — I 
think the first day, and I think on the last occa- 

6181. Is he not rather a fascinating ^eabev? — 
I did not hear him speak. I only heard ilr. Mur- 
tagh. I was not quite near, but I was over to 
my own dooi*, and Mr. Sullivan was prevented 
from addressing tbe people that day. 

6182. Was that the day that Maxwell went to 
Father Smith’s? — That was the first day. 

6183. And it was thought the whole thing was 
settled then ? — I knew nothing about it. 

6184. Was not hli'. Sullivan there? — Mr. Sul- 
livan was there ; I told you he was prevented 
from addressing the people. 

6185. Tliat was when somebody Lad asked who 
sold the country ? — Yes, Maxwell, and then there 
was such an awful hissing and hooting and shout- 
ing that he had 1o retire. 



6186. Is it your evidence that the Martinites 
never annoyed the GrevUIeites ? — I never saw 
them doing it. Yes, the second meeting Father 
Eeynolds was addressing a crowd, aud I think the 
Martinites interrupted him. 

6187. I believe the police kept them separated? 
— I know the Martinites were the best-behaved 
and most respectable people I ever saw in my 
life. 

6188. Do you call Mr. Stephen .Josyfii Meaney 
a i-espect.able aud orderly person ? — I know no- 
thing about him. 

6189. You saw notliiug to disturb the peace of 
the town ? — Nothing. 

6190. Are you a Martinite? — I belong to no 
society; Iwas prevented from voting for Martin; 
I was prevented by the rebels. 

6191. How were you prevented? — I left my 
house early in the morning to vote for Martin, 
and I had scarcely gone 20 yards when the Mar- 
tins come running tor their lives like slieep from 
a dog ; and, of course, I took to ray heels aud got 
into my house as soon as I could, and I did not 
get out again for the day. A man of the name 
of Murwell, from Kilkenny West, was set upon 
by the rebels and got a most unmerciful beating ; 
and I saw a gentleman, Mr. Congemina, from 
Ratliclinc, most dreadfully beaten by the rebels, 
and if it had not been for Father Smith, who in- 
terfered, I am sure he would have been killed. 

6192. Is ICilkeuny West in Longford? — No, 
Westmeath. 

6193. Then this unfortiin,ate man does not live 
in the county Longford at all ? — He lives in the 
county Westmeath. 

6194. Do you mean to say, as a thorough-paced 
hlartinite, that all you have told us about the 
orderly aud peaceable conduct of tbe foreign row- 
dies is true ? — As far as I have seen, it is per- 
fectly time ; I can only speak from what I have 
seen. 

6195. Is not Congemraa a Westmeath man too? 
— He is ; and I am in the linbit of attending his 
family. I w.ant just merely to show what I may 
expect by being a hlartinite, although I did not 
vote for Martin. This Congemma was beaten 
opposite my place, and tbe clergyman came and 
saved him, aud he called out to be brought to Dr. 
Lanagan, the family attendant, and in place of 
doing that the clergyman takes him to a quack 
that had no qualification, as a serving out to me 
for not voting for Greville, as he c-invassed me 
the day before and I peremptorily refused to vote 
for Greville. 

Ke-examiued by Mr. 3Itmroe. 

6196. Was it in consequence of this violence 
that endangered your life, that you were pre- 
vented from voting ? — Of course f could have got 
a guartl to take me up, but of course I should 
have been at the mercy of tbe GrevUIeites during 
the night. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



F. J. D. 

Lanagan. 

.31 Marcii 
1870. 



James Brown, was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Jlr. Butt, as follows : 



6197. Are you in the Royal Ii-ish Consta- 
bulary ? — Yes. 

6198. IVhat rank do you hold? — Sub-con- 
stable. 

6199. Where are you stationed now? — In the 
town of Drumlish. 

178. 



6200. Whereabouts is Drumlish ; what district 
of the county ? — It is off in the north. 

6201. IVhat barony? — The bai-ouy of Long- 
ford. 

6202. Do you know where the people from 
Drumlisli polled ? — In this town. 

Q 3 6203. Do 



J. Brotm, 
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6203. Do you recollect tlie clay before the poll- 
inji', the 2nd January I think it was? — I do. 

6204. Sunday ? — Yes, 

6205. Where were you on that day? — In the 
town of Drmnlish. 

6206. Were you on duty ? — No, I was private 
orderly to the sub-inspector. 

6207. Who ia the sub-inspector? — Mr. Smith. 

6208. Did you go to any place in consequence 
of any orders you got from Mr. Smith ? — I did ; 
I went to Keyuolds’s liouse. 

6209. Is that Reynolds the publicau ? — Yes. 

6210. Just tell us what occurred to you at the 
door ? — I asked if Father Felix was in the Ijouse. 

6211. Who was Father Felix? — The curate of 
the parish. 

6212. Father Felix Duify ? — Yes. 

6213. Was the door shut or open ? — There was 
& door leading into tiie liull, on the right as you 
went in. Tiiere was two men, one named Tom 
McKou-n ; I did not kuow the other, and I asked 
was Father Felix inside. They said be was; I 
said I wanted to see him. The man I did not 
know said I could not see him, but McKown 
said, “ '1 his is a friend ; he is a policeman, let 
him in.” 

6214. Did you go in?— Yes; I opened the 
door and I went in. 

6215. Did you see Mr. Dufly ? — Yes. 

6216. Where? — In a room inside. 

6217. Uiistairs or downstairs? — Downstairs. 

6218. Was there anyone -with him in that 
room? — Twenty-five or 30 meu. 

6219. What was he doing? — He stooped facing 
the party sitting beside the wall, and he had 
notes, as I believe, in his hand. 

6220. ^ Had you an opportunity of seeing what 

he bad in bis hand ? — 1 was quite convenient ; I 
taj)ped him on the shoulder 

6221. Did you see notes in his hand ? — I did. 

6222. Had he many in his hand ? — I could not 
say how many. 

6223. What passed then? — I delivered my 
message. 

6224. Did he say anything lo you ?— He turned 
round and slapped me on the breast and said, 
“ Go out, sir.” 

6225. Did you see him do anything with the 
notes ? — No. 

6226. What was the message you delivered? 
— 'Ilie officer sent me to say he requested to 
speak to him before the escort went out. 

6227. Did you know any of the people in the 
room? — I did not; I did not get time to look 
ai-ouncl. I dare say if I had looked around I 
should have known, but I only took three steps 
in and he turned me out. 

6228. W&8 there any drink in the room then ? 
— Tljere were jugs and glasses and bottles on the 
table, but I could not sav what they wei-e. 

6229. Do you reeolfect any Sunday when 
there w’os an attack made by either party upon 

the other at some cross roads near Drumlish ? 

I think on St. Stephen’s-day ; on a Sunday, I 
think. '' 

6230. On tliat day were you at the church 

where the Rev. Felix Duffy was officiatin')-? 

I w^, but he did not officiate at the mass fwas 
at; if was Father John Duffy. 

6231. Did you hear Father John Duffy say 
anything about the election ? — Yes. 

6232. Tell me, when did he say it ? — Mass was 
not entirely over at the time. It was just before 



tlie last gospel he began to speak about the elec- 
tion. 

6233. Was it the same day the attack was 
made and riot at the cross roads? — Yes. 

6234. In the middle of the celebration of the 
mass, after the gospel ? — It ^va3 before the last 
gospel. 

6235. He spoke, did lie ? — He did. 

6236. Wirs it from the altar? — 

.Ml. Mf.Laughlan objected to tliis evidence 
as the name of Father John Duffy did not 
appear among the names of pei-sons intimi- 
dating. 

Mr. Butt said be was charged with em- 
ploying mobs. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said, in that case 
he would allow tlic evidence. 

(The name of the Rev. John Duffy was 
added to the list of persona chai-ged with in- 
timidation.) 

6237. Mr. Butt.'] Tell me what the Rev. John 
Duffy said ? — He commenced by stating that, 
“ Last Sunday it was a hoax about those raiders 
coming, but I believe this Sunday it is the truth 
that they will come to-day, these Fenians, Orange- 
men,” he says, “ that endeavour to get between 
the priests and the people. Garibalmans, loafers 
fi-oin Dublin, glad of thi.s oj)portunity of getting 
a good dinner in this coinity, what they could not 
get at home in Dublin. .But they are to come at 
all events to-day, boys,” he says, “and if you do 
not go down and defend tlie Cross, I will pray 
for you not to get the benefit of mass." '1 hen 
coining down off the altar, “Now boys,” he says, 
“go to the Cross, and you know your duty 
there.” Tliat was ail. 

6238. Mr. Serjeaut.<4r?«siraM^.] Pipers’ Cross? 
— It is a cross road. 

6239. Mr. Where are tlie cross roads? 

—In the town. Tlie cliapel is a little up on the 
hill from tlie town ; the Gross of Drumlish. 

6240. How far is the chapel from the Cross of 
Drumlish ? — 1 think between 300 and 400 yards. 

6241. Were you in Drumlish then on that day 
after ? — I was. 

6242. Did you see any riot or anything take 
place at the Cross of Drumlish ? — I did. 

6243. Will you just tell what that was? — 
About half-past one I was called out of the 
barrack by the head constable to go up the town 
as they were fighting, and I ran u[) along the 
head, and there was two cai-s stopped, and the 
people were pelting stones. There was a wliole 
crowd before the foremost horse, and I endea- 
voured to push them back to make way for the 
cars to go on. I got in almost to the horse’s 
head. ^ Two meu had hold of the horse, one by 
the reins, and endeavoured to pull him round by 
the road, and I caught the man’s hand, and I 
loosened his left hand, and he put his other hand 
in^ his pocket and took out a knife, and opened it 
witli hifi teeth, and out the reins and my hand. 
They continued to pelt with stones, and the men 
around the car were badly beaten with stones. 

6244. Did you know any of the persons on the 
car ? — I knew Mr. Carr of this town ; that was 
the only one. 

6245. He was on the car? — On the oar. 

6246. You did not know any of the rest ? — No. 

6247. I won’t ask you whetlier you knew any 
of the people who did it or not ? — I did know the 
men. 

6248. Where 
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6248. Wtere did they come from (the peojjle 
that were attacking the cai’s) ? — Bound about the 
town and about the parish just. 

6249. Was there any crowd of people with the 
cars, or were they only driving along ? — I could 
not saywlrether they had any with them. The 
crowd was collected with them when I came up. 

6250. You could not tell whether the crowd 
was with them or the other party ? — No. 

6251. Did you see auy defending them? — 
There was some endeavouring to bring t>n the 
horaes. 

Cross-examined uy Mr. McLaxighlan. 

6252. You said, I think, that you Jenew the 
attacking party ? — Yes. 

6253. Was it that day that you had summonses 
against them, or the next day '? — It was not that 
day. I gave the names. The head constable 
asKed me to give the names of all the parties I 
knew that threw stones, and I gave five or six. 

6254. Wliat were tliey prosecuted for ? — They 
were not prosecuted at all. 

6255. Did you observe who were on the cars ? 
—I did. 

6256. Do you know Mr. Stephen Joseph 
Meanay ? — I do not. • 

6257. Then you could not tell whether he was 
there or not ? — I could not, on my oath. 

6258. Did you hear he was there at the fight 
of Drumlish ? — I heard after that 

6259. Is Mr, Carr the gentleman who was ex- 
amined two or three days ago here ? — I did not 
hear him examined. 

6260. Do you know the man 1 refer to ? — Yes. 

6261. Is he a voter, do you know? — I do 
not know. 

6262. Are you q^uite certain now about this 
language that you have repeated as haring been 
used by the priest ? — Perfectly certain. 

6263. No variance at all from what really 
happened ? — No. 

6264. I suppose now you are only generally 
accurate : don’t you think you go too far when 
you say you are accurate ? — If anything I am 
not stating all that was said. 

6265. Did ever you hear auy priest use lan- 
guage like this befoi-e? — I heard Father Felix. 

6266. I am talking about before this election? 
— I never did. 

6267. And you thoroughly remember every 
word of it ? — I don’t remember every word. He 
spoke for a good length of time. 

6268. Would you be astonished if the Rev. 
John Duffy came up and swore there was no 
ti'Uth in the language you put into his mouth? — 
I would surely. 

6269. Would you believe him? — I would not. 

6270. Do you know Dr. Wilson, medical doc- 
tor ? — I do. 

6271. Do you think him an intelligent man? 
—I do. 

6272. Suppose he came up aud curroborated 
the priest, would you still think the priest was 
lying ; on your oath ? — If I did not hear it I 
would not swear it. 

6273. Would you still think the priest was 
perjuring himself? — 

Mr. Butt stated that this was not a proper 
question to put. 

6274. Mr. McLaugidan.'\ Where did you give 
your evidence ? — I h as asked to day by a man 
what I had to say about it. 

178. 



6275. Had the inan a name ? — I think Kerwin. 
I saw him in the court of Drumlish. 

6276. What is his business ? — I do not know. 

6277. Do you see him in court? — I think not. 

6278. Who is lie ? — I do not know, on my 
oath, who he is, but I heard him swear his name 
was Mai'tin Walter Kerwin, in the court of 
Drumlish. 

6279. And you gave him the infovniatif.n at 
once, not knowing who he was? — I did. 

6280. That isyour habit as a cautious constable: 
did he take it verbally or in writing f — He 
wrote it. 

6281. Where? — In Kelly’s, the watchmaker’s. 

6282. That is Mr. Hanley’s lodgings? — I do 
not know. It is to-day I came into the town. 

6283. Do you know that is where Mr. Hanley, 
the conducting agent, lives ? — On ray oath I do 
not know. 

6284. Nor can form any opinion why you went 
to Kelly’s ? — I told you the man, Kerwin, brought 
me tliere. 

6285. Do you know it to he the Martin com- 
mittee-room ? — I do not know. 

6286. Were you in the election ? - No. 

6287. Did you just go tlu’ough your notes here 
as tliere ? — The very same. 

6288. But before that you never told anyone 
what you were going to prove ? — Nor anybody 
asked me. I told Mr. Smith wbat Father Felix 
did to me in Mr. Reynolds’s, after coming out. 

6289. When he put his hand on your shoulder 
aud said, “ Go out,’’ you never forgot that ? — 
I felt insulted. 

Re-examined by Mr. Butt. 

6290. Were not you served with a subr.tcua 
this morning to come here ? — I was. 

6291. Who served you ? — Kerwin. 

6292. Did he tell you you would be wanted to 
tell in the court what you knew about this luisi- 
ness ? — He did. 

6293. Was it after that you gave your evi- 
dence ? — It was. 

6294. What did you hear Father Felix Dutfy 
say ? — It was the Sunday before Christmas ; he 
began to speak mostly in the same way. 

6295. What did he say, as far as you can 
recollect ? — Almost the sniue words that Father 
John did about the Fenian raiders and Fenian 
Orangemen, that they were rubbing their tails 
to the Orangemen of the county, and he was 
sorry the election, was coming on now at Christ- 
mas : and he for one was sure he would make an 
unholy Christmas. 

6296. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.1 "This that you 
heard Father John say was on St. Stephen’s 
Day ? — Yes, my Lord. 

6297. And you afterwards saw the riot at the 
cross roads ? — Yes. 

6298. Did you understand him in the church 
to refer to the Cross of Drumlish when telling 
the boys to defend the Cross ? — I did ; but it was 
not exactly at the Cross the riot took place. 
The parties went down and met the cars before 
they came as far as the Cross. 

6299. You reported what you saw of the riot 
to the head coustable ? — It was the head con- 
stable sent me out of the baiTack. 

6300. Was he at the baiTack himself? — He 
was. 

6301. Did you report to any one the language. 
you heard used that day? — I did not. 

q 4 6302. To 



J. Brumn. 

,]i March 
1870. 
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J _Bron;n. ^302. To the liencl constable, or any one else ? 

’ — JJo; excei>t we talkcil about it in the barrack. 

;ji Mnrcli 6303. Is it not your duty, if you hear in chapel 
1870. Of elsewhere language used inciting to breach of 
the peace, to report it? — There was older con- 
stables there than I. 

6304. Did any of them report the language 
which you represent the llev. John Dutty to 
have-said ? — I do not believe they did. 

6305. Is it the duty of the constable on such 
an occasion to report it? — I believe it would be. 

6306. Especially language inciting to breach 
of the peace? — I believe so. 

6307. How many sub-constables, besides your- 
self, were there? — Ryan, Young, Cooper, and 
myself. 

6308. At the chapel? — I do not know how 
many. 

6309. On St. Stephen’s Day ? — Three or four 
besides me. 

6310. Do yon know who was the senior of the 
constables there? — I do not know. 

6311. Would it be the duty of yourself, or 
the senior, to report what was said ? — The duty 
of the senior. 

6312. If he heard it ? — Yes. 

6313. But if he did not hear it, it would he 
the duty of the constable who did? — It would. 

0314. Having heard this, and knowing it to 
be followed by such a ^-iolent riot, why did not 
you report the language? — "We intended to take 

{ iroceedings against the party that committed the 
ireach. I do not know how they failed in doing 
60. Then I tliought I would be examined as a 
witness against the parties; and if I had been 
examined before the magistriitcs, I would linvo 
stated the language there in the petty sessions 
court. 

BIr. Butt said he was anxious to produce 
evidence of treating, similar to that in Mrs. 
Lee’s case, in the tou-u of Longford, but 
the witnesses’ names were not mentioned in 
the bill of particulars. He was now pre- 



pared with five witnesses to prove treating 
and he asked permission to amend the hfil 
of pavticulai’s. lu support of his application, 
he cited a decision of Mr. Justice Keo»h in 
the Duliliu case, and one by Mr. Justice 
Willes in the Coventry case. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstroiig said, if such an 
application was granted, it would be giving a 
premium to inactivity and inattention in get- 
up these petitions. In the present case, no 
local agent had been employed to obtain 
information, the petitioners’ agent having 
satisfied himself with continuing in Dublin 
until the last moment. It would be unfair 
towai’ds the sitting Blember to patch up 
evidence in such a way as was now pro- 
l>roposed. 

Mr. J ustice Fitzgei-ald asked if the alleged 
cases of treating were cases of treating .-3ter 
the voter had voted ? 

Mr. Butt said they w'ere not all of that 
class. He believed if his application was 
granted, he slioukl be able to prove that one 
publican had claimed 200 1. for drink sup- 
plied. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said he would in- 
vestigate such a case as that, but he would 
not go into a case of individual treating, the 
giving of a dinner or breakfast after the 
voter had polled. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong hoped his Lord- 
ship would re(|uire an adidavit with regal'd 
to the 200 Z. before nmcndiug the bill of par- 
ticulars ; and cited a decision by Mr. Baron 
Martin in tlie Cheltenham case, and one by 
Mr. J ustice Willes in the Bodmin case, in 
support. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said, he also should 
require an affidavit, stating how the con- 
ducting agent obtained the information. 



T. Sesrnuu 



Thomas Sesnan, sworn; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



6315. Do you keep a public-house? — Yes. 

6316. Where? — At Newtown Eorbes. 

6317. Did you give out any driuk previous to 
the last election ? — I did. 

6318. To what amount? — £. 1. 3 s. 4 tZ. is the 
amount of the order I received. 

6319. Who was that order from ? — 

6320. Mr. Seijeaut Armstrong.'] Have you got 
it here ? — I ha3’e not. 

6321. Mr. ExhamJ] Who delivered it to you? 
— Jolm M‘Kuenj of tliis town. 

6322. Do you see him in court? — Yes. 

6323. Who was the oixler in favour of; who 
got the drink on it? — There were a lot of people 
in the town of Newtown Forbes and the neigh- 
bourhood. 

6324. What day was it given ? — It was a 
couple of days previous to the day of polling. 

6325. Were you paid for tliat ? — Not yet. 

6326. Did you send in any account for it to the 
expense agent, or any one else? — He wrote to 
me for the order. 

6327. Who did? — John M‘Kuen. 

6328. Did you send it to him ? — No ; I did 
not. 

6329. Do you know Mr. Maxwell, the ex- 



pense agent ? — I sent in a bill to BITCueu him- 
self. 

6330. Were you paid for it? — No. 

6331. Did you apply to anybody else for it? — 
I have spoken to Mikey Sliovelain’s son, of this 
town, to speak to M'Kiten about getting it. 

6332. Was tliat the only driuk you gave out? 
— That was the only drink I gave out 1 was not 
paid for. 

6333. Did you give any other drink out on 
orders that you have been paid for ?— No, I was 
paid money for them by a son of Mikey Shove- 
lain. 

6334. What day did he pay you? — On the 
same day I got the order. 

6335. What amount? — £. 1. 

6336. Who did you give the drink to? — To 
people in the town of Newtown Forbes, and 
about ffie neighbourhood. 

6337. Did you know tliem ? — Oh, I knew 
several of them. 

6338. How much did you give in drink that 
day to the people that were in that number that 
were drinking ? — I gave the 1 Z. worth, and I 
gave ] Z. 3 5. 4 cZ. on the order. 

6339. Did 
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6339. DicT you give auy other drink on orders 
to the crowd i* — Iso. 

6340. Or to payment ? — To the people passing 
in and out who got drink, not to paities. 

6.341. I mean did you give any drink to a 
large number of persons which was paid for by 
one? — I think not. 

6342. IVho were the persons drinking that 
day? — The parishioners of the town and the 
peojde in leaving. 

6343. W ere any of the sraall fanners there ? — 
Yes, I daresay some of them had land. 

6344. Were there any of them you knew to 
be voters ? — No, I did not see a voter. 

6345. Could you give me the names of the 
landholders that were there ? — There were some 

B iople down from Clenellin, between that and 
rumlish, that might have two or three roods of 
land. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

6346. Do people drink when there is no elec- 
tion at all going on ? — Oh, yes. 



6347. After the time of the election is .all over, 
do they never take a glass at all? — I think not. 

6348. You would not like that ? — I would not. 

6349. And you ga^•e a lot of men 1 /. 3 j. 4 d. 
worth ? — Y’es. 

6350. Were they Mavtinites? — Ididnotknow. 

6351. AH you knew was they had mouths ? — 
They had. 

6352. And liked whisky ? — They did. 

6353. Were there any of the Martinites there ? 
— I could not say. 

6354. Were they work.uen? — Yes, some. 

6355. Labouring people of Newtown Forbes? 
— Y'es. 

6356. What day was this 1/. 3 s. 4d. ? — A 
couple of days before tiie polling. 

6357. Was that a very unusual deal in your* 
house on a day ? — It was not. 

6358. Don’t you often take as much during 
the day ? — Yes. 

6359. How much a glass? — Threepence half- 
penny. 



T. Sesnan. 

31 March 
1870. 



Felix Kennedy was called in ; and, having been sworn, was Examined by Mr. Butt as follows : 



6360. Did you serve that {handing a document 
to Witness) upon Mr. John Arnott Vyse? — I 
did. 

6361. MTien? — This moiming. 

6362. At what time? — Something about 10 
o’clock. 

6363. Where did you see him ? — In Mullingar. 

6364. Where in Mulliiig.ar? — ^'fhe bank. 

6365. What bank? — The National B.ank. 

6366. Did ynu show him that subpmua? — i 

did. 



6367. Did you give a copy of it ? — I did. p. Kennedy. 

6368. Now tell me what answer he gave you ? 

— He told me he was iu a delicate state of health, 

and it would take him two or three hours to 
make up the books, but that he would be either 
himself in iu the morning or the sub-raauager. 

[Adjourned for a short time. 

Upon re-assembling — 



Joseph Hanley was sworn; and handed in the following Affidavit: 



“That I have been informed, and believe, 
that John Cosgrave, of Longford, kept an 
open house iu Greville-Nugent’s interest 
during the late election, and tliat drinking 
went on there to a lai^e extent ; and I say 
that I was not aware oi^this, nor had it been 
suggested to me, at the time of furnishing 
the bill of particulars. 

“ (2.) 'lliat I have been informed, and be- 
lieve, that Patrick Farrell, of Longford, on 
the day of the nomination and previously, 
and also on the day of polling, distributed 
lai'^e quantities of drink, both to electors 
and non-electors, and that I have heard he 
has made a claim against Greville-Nugent 
of .about 200 h in connection with the elec- 
tion ; and I say that I h.ave heard this fact 
within the last 24 hours. 

“(S.) Th.at I have been infonned that 
John Feeney, of this town, supplied quanti- 
ties of drink previous to and during the 
elections to voters and non-electoi’s in 
Groville-Nugent’s interest, for which he 
has made a riaim ; and I say that I was not 
aware of this fact until yesterday. 

“ (4.) That I have been informed, and be- 
lieve, that John il'Dermot, of Dublin-road, 
in this town, also kept an open house in 
Greville-Nugent's favour, and supplied drink 
to electors and non-electors. 

178. 



“(5.) That Patrick Kernan, as I am in- J. Hanley, 
formed, kept an open house in Greville- ■ ■ 

Nugent’s interest, and has made a claim in 
foot thereof, iu part payment of wliich he 
has received 20?. from the Rev. James 
Reynolds ; and I say that I did not receive 
the above information as to John JI'Dcrmot 
and Patrick Kernan until this day.” 

Cross-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

6369. Who told you to-day of the cases of 
M'Dermot and Kernan ? — Am I bound to answer 
that question, my Lord ? 

6370. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.^ Yes? — Mr. 

John Murtagh. 

6371. Mr. Serjeant Was it he in- 
formed you about Cosgrave ? — No. 

6372. Who told you about that? — I could not 
tell. 

6373. When did vou hear it? — About four 
days after I furnishetl the bill of particulars. 

6374. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] Was that the 
John Murtagh examined ? — No. 

6375. Mr. Serjeant Armdr/nig.'] It was this 
day he told you that ? — It was. 

6376. Here in Longford? — Yes; there w'as a 
general conversation about the matter also. It is 
very hard to fix it upon one man iu particular. 

6377- Who told you about John Cosgrave ? — 

I could not tell you. 

R 8378. Was 
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J. Hanley. 6378. Was it in Dublin ? — It was in a Icttei’. 

— 6379. Who told yon about Patrick Fan-ell ? — 

31 Marcli I was ayt told it; I heard it. I could not tell 
wlioftora. 

6380. Do you not kuow from whom ? —I could 
not well fix the responsibility of that fact upon 
anyone. 

6381. Sure you would not take the chance 
statement of anyone you met in the street ? — It 
was in general convei-sation I heard it stated. 

6382. you say you have been informed, and 
believe, th.it Patrick Farrell, of Longford, on the 
day of the nomination, sold large quantities of 
drink to the electors and uon-electoi-s, and that 
you have heard he has made a claim for 200 1. in 
connection with the election: that is a large 
item? — It is. There is nobody responsible for 
the whole of tliat statement; there were several 
gentlemen speaking about the matter, aud there 
were particulars mentioned of things that hap- 
pened in j\ir. Farrell’s shop ; and as to the house 
being engaged for lilr. Greville-Nugent by 
several people, and from the whole conversation 
I gathered there, I grounded my belief. 

6383. Why did not you come clown Ijcforc and 
make the inquiries ; is it because you h.ive no 
money ? — No : because it would have been of 
no use, for I did not know a soul here until the 
election, aud I left it, I believe, with not a very 
popular reputation on account of the election. 

6384. Did you pay all the election expenses? 
— I had nothing at all to do with the election 
expenses. 

6385. Do you know there was not a penny? 
— I do not know anything of the kind. I have 
had one or two claims made upon me. 

6386. It is a kind of j)ieccineal information? 
— There was a general conversation. 

6387- Was Mr. James Murtagh there? — 
I daresay he was part of it, certainly. 

6388. Do you recollect his saying “Fiu--” 
and tlic other men saying “rell;” did you ever 
hear of a word pronounced like that? — Do you 
_ think it is likely ? 

_ 6380. Did you evei- hear of tw'o people com- 
bining to pronounce a word? — I have heard it 
in the Italian opera, not otherwise. 

6390. You do not know who mentioned 200 Z. ? 
— No one personally mentioned the 200 L, I 
believe. 

6391. Did Mr. Crosby? — That is a mistake; 

1 do not lodge over there. 

6392. Was not be here, constantly assisting 

you ? — He was. ° 

C393. Was he not, inetaphoricallj speaking, 
bottle-holder? — I never wms at a prize-fight; i 
do not know what it means exactly. 

6394. Now, about John Feeney, who told you 



that? — I was here in court yesterday, he was 
sitting behind me ; and a man, whose face I know 
as supporting Martin, told me that Fecnev could 
give information, and that his house had been 
engaged ; and I began to speak to Feeney about 
it, and Feeney very shortly afterwards evacuated 
aud left his seat, aud immediately afterwards the 
gentleman, who was too drunk, came on the table 
and swore he was brought into Feeney’s public- 
house; aud couuecting the two things together 
I began to believe there was something in it. 

6395. Who told you about M‘Dcrmott Ker- 
man?— I told yon about that before. 

6396. Wiio told you ? — Mr. John Murtagh. 

6397. Aud you do not kuow who else was with 
him ? — Oil, he told it publicly. 

6398. Was there a number of people there? 

Mr. Butt was there, Mr. Lxhaiu was there. 

6399. What were tliey doing? — Drawing this 
affidavit aud drinking sherry. 

6400. Have yon any other man that you wish 
here particularly, because if you would make a 
general affidavit at once it would save time aud 
expense? — I am sure you would like it. 

6401. Mr. Justice FYz.ryeraZfZ.] No. 2, in that 
affidavit you mention, was a claim of 200 Z ? — 
Yes. 

6402. From what source did yon derive the 
information as to the 200/.? — I heard that Mr. 
Farrell wa.s to get 100 Z. for the use of his house, 
aud I heard that the drink and refreshment sup- 
plied there would fully amount to another 100 Z., 
if not moj-e. 

6403. Tliafc is not a ckira for 200 Z. for 
drink? — I do not believe it is altogether for 
drink. 

6404. From whom did you get the fact of the 
payment of 20 Z.; tliat is a tangible fact? — It 
was stated, I believe, by Mr. Jolm Murtagh. 

6405- The same person whom you have rc- 
feiTcd to before ? — Yes, but it was stated by others 
also. 

6406. I understand you that you did not hear 
of those until within 24 hours ? — 1 did not hear 
of the 20 Z. until I left the court to draw this 
affidavit. 

6407. Aud, having made inquiries, do you 
believe those statements to be true? — From the 
character of the gentlemen I believe there will 
be a foundation for them. I could not say actually 
true. 

6408. I mean as to your belief in them? — I 
believe them to be substantially ti-ue. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said he would 
allow the particulars to be amended as to 
No. 2 and No. 0 of the affidavit, there 
being something substantial in them. 



Patrick Farrell, sworn; Examined by Mr. £ 2 ^ 1 . 



P. Farrell, 6409. You live in Longford ? — I do. 

^ I believe your house was taken by 

Greville-Nugent? — Not by Mr. Greville- 
Nugent. 

6411. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'^ "Where do you 
live in Longford ? — In the main street, directly 
opposite the court-house. 

6412. Mr. By whom was your house 

taken ? — It was not taken by anyone, properly 
speaking. 

6413. Was your house occupied during the 
election ? — Very little. 



6414. Were you paid for it ? — No. 

6415. Was there any agreement made for the 
use of the house ? — No. 

6416. Was it used as a committee-room, or in 
any way ? — It was. 

6417. From what time was it used? — The 
morning of the election it was occupied. 

6418. Was it used at all before that for a com- 
mittee-room, or in any way in Greville-Nugent’s 
interest? — Not except one day; I think it was 
about the beginning of December; there was some 
meeting got up on the Mai-tin side, carrying a 

flag 
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flag of sODie kind, and a number got iip in the 
steps of the court-house, and some priests got 
into U17 liouse, and raised the window and faced 
them. 

6419. I want you to answer iny questions, and 
you will have to do it. No^^■, I ask you again, 
was your house occupied in Mr. Nugent’s in- 
terest at any time, from 1st December to the elec- 
tion, except the polling-day ? — It was. 

6420. In w'hat way ? — Merely nothing more 
than the hall, and the room behind being occupied 
as a tally-room. 

6421. That is on the day of the polling?— 
Nothing before, except what I stated, and that 
was merely without my consent. 

6422. llave you received any money from any 
person on account of the election ? — I have. 

6423. How much have you got? — On the day 
of the nomination there was a clergyman came 
to me. 

6424. Just answer ray question first, and then 
explain ; how much have you got ? — I think 
about 1 /. 17 s. on that day. _ 

642u. Have you got anything else ? — Nothing 
more. 

6426. Have you made any claim on anyone? 
— I have made no claim. 

6427. On anyone?— Except, of course 1 

will tell you that afterwards. 

6428. Tell me, have you. made any claim ?— 

I have made no claim up to this 

6429. What were you going to add to that? — 
On the day of the polling there was a clergyman; 

I suppose I may mention his name — the Key. 
Francis OTarrell ; he came into my house ; in 
fact, I was absent rather, over here in the court 
during the time 5 I was not within, but, at all 
events, I saw him go in and out a lot in the 
evening, and 1 inquired about matters when I 
saw him going through the house, and I made 
inquiries of the young man in the place all about 
it; and, of course, I saw a sheet of tea on the 
table, and men sitting down to this ; and I saw a 
crowd of people, and everything else, and it 
rather annoyed me than anything ^se. I would 
sooner they were outside ; I would prefer they 
were not iii my house ; I would rather they were 
in any other house in the town ; I did not want 
them. But, at all events, at the winding up of 
all, there was a score made of all, and it came to 
6 1. 18 $. That amount I never looked after 
since, nor never spoke to anyone, directly or 
indirectly. 

6430. Have you made no claim to any person 
for any money due to you on account ot your 
house ? — I will explain that, too ; of course, I 
was spoken to about the house. 

6431. By whom? — Mr. Christopher Reynolds; 
he spoke on two occasions about the house. 

6432. What did he say?— He asked if I would 
let the liouse. 

6433. What did you say? — I gave no satis- 
factory reply. 

6434. What reply ?— A very doubtful one. 

6435. Wliat reply ? — I gave him to understand 
I did not care or not. 

6436. What did you say to him ? — He said I 
might, or something to that effect. 

6437. What did you say? — I cannot tell 
exactly ; I did not say that I would not. 

6438. Did you let your house to him when he 
asked you ? — I did not. 

6439. Did you refuse? — From the conversa- 
178. 



tion that jiassed between us, he 3.ays, “ I think 
you had better speak to Father Reynolds.” 

6440. Did you speak to I'ather Reynolds? — 

I believe I wrote to him first. 

6441. Did yon speak to him ? — Afterwards. 

6442. What did j'ou say to him ? — In fact, he 
called in on me to tell me that was all right. But 
I will tell you the purport of my note ; I wrote 
to him to tell him, if he wanted the use of iny 
house, if it was necessaiy that he required it, I 
had not the slightest objection to give it, and that 
I would name nothing whatever; anything he 
diose to give, I would leave it to himself. I 
would not at all interfere; whatever they said, I 
did not care. 

6443. Then, Mr. Christopher Reynolds having 
asked you to let your house, you wrote to Father 
Reynolds to say you were willing; did you let 

S our house? — I aid, on- that condition; Father 
lynolds waited on me afterwards, and said, 

“ That is all right.” 

6444. Now, how was your house used ? — 
Merely as a tally-room. 

6445. Before the election did a committee meet 
there ? — No. 

6446. Did anyone in Greville’s interest visit 
your house ? — Notone; it was not occupied for 
an hour. 

6447. Then, your house was not used on any 
day except the |iolling-day ? — No, except the day 
I happened to state, but that was long before the 
election. 

6448. Was not that before the proposal had 
been made to let it? — It was. 

6449. When was your letter to Father 
Reynolds ? — I think it was about three days pre- 
vious to the election. 

6450. Then it was only during those three 
days that your house was, in fact, engaged? — 
That is all. 

6451. And It was used as a tally-room on the 
day of the polling? — Yes. 

6452. Has Father Reynolds ever fixed the 
sum you are to get for that ? — Never. 

6453. Have you asked him? — Never. 

6454. And you have not made any claim ? — 
No. 

6455. Did you ever give drink to any person 
before the election ? — No, not before, but the 
latter end of the day ; at least, it -was not given 
by myself, but by other parties. 

6456. Do you mean on the day of the polling? 
—Yes. 

6457. Did you see it given ? — I did, a good 
deal, because I went through the house. 

6458. Where was it giveu ?— I saw them going 
in through the house; in fact, parties rushed 
through every part of the house ; I was not there 
to keep order. 

6459. Was there drink given in the yard on 
that d^?— Not in the yard; I did not see or 
hear of it. 

6460. In even’ part of your house was there 
drink given ? — Every part of the house that was 
exposed. 

6461. How many people did you see in your 
house getting drink on that day? — I am sure I 
saw, perhaps, 100; there might be more. 

6462. At what time of the day did you see 
them ? — I think from three to five o’clock. 

6463. What drink was given to them ? — All I 
can tell you is, that drink was ordered to be given 
to such a man ; such a man, 10 s, worth ; such a 
person, 7 8.6 d. worth ; such a person, 5 s. worth. 
R 2 A memorandum 



JF. Fa7-rcU. 

31 March 
1870. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




P. Ferrell. 

31 March 
1870. 



132 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



A memorandum of wliat was given by the boys 
was given me. 

6464. You don’t sell spirits? — "VVell, 1 do. 

6465. How m.any orders did you see that were 
given to you for drink on tho polling-day ? — They 
were not what I call orders ; I believe they were 
all given verbally ; I heard one or two myself. 

6466. "Who gave them? — Father Francis 
O’FaiTell. 

6467. Is that the curate of this parish? — 
Yes. 

6468. Did anyone else give orders besides him? 
— I am not awai’e of any other orders being 
given. 

6469. Were there no written ordem? — I be- 
lieve not. 

6470. No pencil memorandums ? — I Lave not 
seen one of the kind ; tliey did not come under 
my notice. 

6471. Was it your own liquor?— Of course. 

6472. Tlmt was given with these oi-ders? — 
Decidedly. 

6473. Save you any books in which an account 
was kept by any person of the amount of liquor 
given out that day ? — No. 

6474. Ciui you tell me the amount given out? 
— £. 6 185. givt n out as orders. 

6475. Can you tell me the amount of liquor 
given that day on any person’s orders ? — I cannot 
tell you now the gross sum. 

6476. Did you give auy liquor that day, or did 
auy person in your house, to your knowledge, to 
auy person else? — Oh, they gave it to anyone 
who came in, and paid for it. 

6477. But you know what 1 mean ?--I believe 
not. 

6478. Does 6/. 18 s. represent the entire 
amount of liquor giv-en out on llie day of the 
polling? — Certainly ; I know there was 15 or 16 
glasses of whisky, the boys told me, given to 
another person. 

6479 Did you ever give liquor on orders 
except on the polling-day ?— I never did except 
on die polling-day ; 1 was paid by a party. 

6480. ho paid you ? — One or two councilmen 
came uji to me, and I was asked by a clergyman, 
the curate of Killaloe, Father Michael Monaghan, 
he c-aiue to my_ door ; there was a lot of fellows 
running after him and annoying him, and getting 
before and behind, and pulling him ; and be asked 
would I allow a certain number of men to go into 
the yard, as they wanted to get some refresh- 
ment before going home. It was ju.st getting 
dark ; I told him I would. So they went in, ana 

1 know there were two gallons of whisky sent 
out to them, and that was divided ; they divided 
it, and I charged 1 /. 16 s. for that ; I think I 
gave some change back out of 2 I They even 
wanted to pay lor some for themselves, but I 
would not give it. 

^ 6.J81. Wlio paid the 2 1 . ?— One of his parish- 
ioners. 

6482. What is lus name ?— I cannot tell vou 

that. ■' 

6483. How do you know he was one of his 
parishioners? — I bebevo be would not give to 
anyone else. 

6484. Who would not give it? — I think Father 
Monaghan would not give it to the members of 
another par ish. 

6485. ^'’aa not he the man who paid you the 

2 i ?— This man came up to me ; he seemed to 
have the power over the rest of the. party. 

6486. How many was that party? — I thinV 



about 60 or 70, or tliat there might be nearlv 

100. ^ 

6487. Was that the only drink that you ever 
gave out from the 1st December in any way of 
any kind? — That is all, except at my own ex- 
pense. 

6488. Did you give any out at your own ex- 
pense ? — No, except in a hospitable way. 

6489. Any in a hospitable way ? — I did in that 
way. 

6490. This hospitable drinking that you gave, 

at your own expense, when did you give it? I 

might have given from the commencement of the 
election. 

6491. To whom?— I could not tell, because 

really I had many friends ; I am in that position 
if a person calls in to me 

6492. About how many people do you think? 
— I could not tell. 

6493. Were there ever a crowd drinking in 
the yard at auy other time? — Not any other 
time ; not at this last election. 

6494. I want you now to tell me, from the 1st 
December up to the 1st January, did you ever 
give drink out that you were not paid for? I 
do not cai-e wliether at your owu expense, or any- 
body else’s? — No, but what I have descidbed. 

6495. You have not described it to me ; did 
you give auy di-iuk, as you say, at your own ex- 
pense ?~At my own expense, in the usual way ; 
that I always do, setting the election aside alto- 
gether. 

6496. Mr. Justice FUz^j^cruld.l Nothing con- 
nected with the election?— Nothing to do with 
the election. 

6497. Mr. Was the entire amount for 

drink connected with the election that was sup- 
plied in yoiir house ; that 6 I and that 2 1. ?— 
Yes. 

6498. Who are the assistants in your place? 
— There is a young man, Haydon, M’Cluue, and 
Farrell. 

6499. Who else? — No one. 

6500. Is there a young man of the name of 
Dogherty ? — A servant man. 

6501. A person of the name of Killimit? — He 
is a store man. 

6502. Did anyone in your employ, to your 
knowledge, give any drink ? — To my knowledge 
there is not a single servant in my employ gave 
any that I was not aware of, except in a secret 
way. 

6503. Will you swear that that 6 1. and the 2?. 
was all the drink ? — I swear by the virtue of my 
oath that was all the drink I gave, and that 
would not pay all the amount. 

6504. Do you sweai- that was all the drink 
given at your house by any person ? — That I am 
aware of^ because 1 was in and out, and I could 
not say that anything might not be done unknown 
to me. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Butt said he wished to put in a letter, 
in answer to the statement he made this 
morning, from Mr. Christopher Reynolds to 
the conducting agent for the petitioners, Mr. 
Hanley. 

{The letter was put m.) 

"Dear Sir, — In reply to your letter by 
which you state ' what we require in our 
account of all sums of money paid by his 
Lordship, or any one with his knowledge, 
to any person or persons, for the purpose of 
the 
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the election.’ I beg to give you at foot 
hereof the entire amount and particulara of 
how made, of all sums paid by l.oi-d Greville 
for the purposes of the election, and to add 
that no money was paid by any other person 
for such purposes. 

£. s. d. 

“ To Mr. John Maxwell - 1,000 - - 

„ „ - 1,000 - - 



John Kinlan, sworn ; 

6505. ’Where do you live?— I live in Dun- 
beggen now. 

6506. Where did you live at the time of the 
election ? — I was married. 

6507. Were you in Columbkill at that time? 
— Yes. 

6508. Do you know Father Fitzgerald? — 
Yes. 

6509. Were you in the habit of seeing him 
before the election about the election ? — Yes. 

6510. Did you get any money from him? — 

No. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstront/.J This man’s 
name is not in the list in any shape, way, or 
form. 

Mr. Justice J'itzaerald.] You can trace 
any case through him. 

6511. Mr Exham (to the PVitne$s)A Did you 
get any orders for drink from Father Fitzgerald? 
— No ; I got one. 

6512. For how much? — I gave it away. 

6513. Who did you give it to ? — I got it the 
day after tlie election from Father O’Reilly; 
there was a man out of the townlaud when I got 
it, and he asked me to get him an order, he smd, 

“ lay hold of this and I will take you to the public- 
house and get drink,” “ Very well ” said I ; he 
took it to the public-house and got diTink on it. 

6514. What is his name ? — John Smitli. 

6515. Where does he live? — Clancy; John 
Smith is no voter. 



_ _ , X,. s. a. 

“ To Father Reynolds - 500 - - 

- 500 - - 

„ - 1,000 - - 

„ - 500 - - 

» . - 300 - - 

“ To Christopher Reynolds - 25 - - 

£. 4,825 - 



Examined by Mr. Exham. 

6516. Were you in Granard on tlm day of the 
election ? — Yes. 

6517. Did you see Father Fitzgerald in Gra- 
nard that day ? — Yea. 

6518. And Father O’Reilly ? — Yes. 

6519. Did you get anything from him that 
day ? — No. 

6520. Did you bring him any drink ? — 
Where ? 

6521. Anywhere on that day? — No. 

6522. Did you give drink to anyone that day ? 
— Yes. 

6523. Where did you get it? — In John 
O’Connor’s ; and what drini? I gave that day 
I paid for it, and if I did not my own name is 
down for paying, 

6524. ■\Vliat were you doing in Grauard that 
day?— I just went in the same as the other 
country j^nple ; I went in on the same mission. 

6525. Did you come in with Father Fits- 
gerald? — Yes, I went with him, and the whole 
country witli him. 

6526. Was he bi-ingiug in the voters ? — Who ? 

6527. Father Fitzgerald ? — I did not see him. 

6528. Did not yon see ihe voters eomino- 

along ? — Yes. ° 

6529. Was there a party of them coining in 
together ? — Yes. 

6530. Was he with them ? — Yes. 

6531. .-^nd Father O’Reilly ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Owen JI‘Cabe, sworn; Examined by Mr. Monroe. 



6532. Did you get any money from Father 
Fitzgerald before the election ? — 

JMr. Seijeant Armstrong stated that this 
witness’s name was not in the Bill of Par- 
ticulars at nil. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald (to Mr. Monroe'),~\ 
What do you want to prove ? — 

^Mi’. Monroe.'\ Getting money from Father 
Fitzgerald to treat with. 

Mr. J ustice FitzgeTald.l I will admit the 
evidence, but you must confine the question 
to getting money from Father Fitzgerald 
for corruption. 

6533. Mr. Monroe (to the Witness).'] Did you 
get any money from the Rev. Father Fitzgerald 
before the election?— Yes. 

6534. Wliat day did you get it?— I cannot 
say. 

6535. How long before the election was it? — 
I cannot exactly say. 

* 178. 



6536. Was it a year? — No. 

6537. Was it a month? — No. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong stated that the 
Rev. Patrick Fitzgerald was an alleged 
treater, hut the witness’s name did not appear 
as having been treated. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] I think the 
evidence is admissible. 

6538. Mr. Monroe (to the Witness). j How 
long before the election was it ; hoiv loug before 
the polling-day was it? — To the best of my 
knowledge I think it might be a fortnight or 10 
days, as near as I can say. 

6539. Ho’w much did you get from him? — I 
got 1 /. 

6540. Was that for the purpose of freating any 
persons ; what did be say to you ? — He told me 
to go down and get wmsky for it, and give a 
^lass round as far as it womd go, but not to be 
drunk. 

6541. "Who did he tell you you were to give it 
to ? — He mentioned no persons. 

r 3 6542. Did 
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6542. Did he tell you anything about where 
you were to get the whisky ? — I am not able to 
say, clearly, whether he mentioned it or not. 

6543. Did he tell you that you were not to get 
it at Joe Smith’s ? — I cannot swear he did. 

6544. Did you ever say he did ? — I might. 

6545. Was it ti-ue if you said it? — I am not 
able to swear it. 

6546. What dr^-ou believe?— I heard say that 
the Rev. Father Fitzgerald did make a remark. 

6547. Did he say anything about Joe Smith’s 
when he gave you the pound i — I cannot swear. 

6540. What did he say to you ? — I cannot 
swear whether he mentioned that, he might have 
mentioned it to several. 

6549. Are you sure that you did not invent 
the fact of Father Fitzgerald making a state- 
ment ? — I am not able to swear whether it is true 
or not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Seijcant Armstrong. 

6550. Have you a vote ? — No. 

6551. You had no vote at the election?— No. 

6552. Who were the four or five heys who 
were with you, had they votes? — No. 

6553. They were non-electors? — There was 
one elector. 

6554. The rest were uon-electors? — Yes; Ido 
not recollect whether any elector was in. our 
company that morning. 



C555. Where did he give you the pound? — In 
his own house. 

6556. How long hefoi'e the polling-day? — I 
cannot swear, but I think it might have been 
nine or teu days, or a fortnight. 

6557. Were the rest of the men with you? — 
There were three more along with me. 

6558. Were you at Granard ou the day of the 
polling? — Yes. 

6559. Were you a sort of guard guarding the 
electors? — I was with the Grevillcite mob. 

6560. And Father Fitzgerald told you to give 
them a glass, but not to be drunk ?— Yes, uot to 
be drunk or disorderly ; I answered him back, 
saying tliere would be nothing of the sort, and no 
rioting. 

6561. Were you in Granard the day of the 
polling ? — Yes. 

6562. Were you hit with stones? — I did not 
get a stroke. 

6563. Did you see the stones flying? — Yes. 

6564. Were you with the people in the court- 
house ? — No. 

6565. \Yere you at the battle of Gallows Hill? 
— I Wits not wlicre the battle was, I was further 
on. 

6566. Did you hear the soldiers firing ? — No, 
I did not hear the report of the shots being firecL 



James Maxwell, re-called; Examined by Mr. Exham. 



J. Maxwell, 



6567. Will yon show me the cheque your 
father said he received from you for close on 
80 1. ? — The blocks of all the clieques are in the 
possession of Mr. Christopher Reynolds. 

Mr. Exham (to Mr. Mcgnidds).'] I want 
that cheque. 

Mr. Hei/nolds.'] I have searched for the 
cheque ; it does not appear to be in the book ; 
but surely such a cheque could be found in 
the b.aiik, and the manager is here, who will 
produce it. 

656S. Mr. Exham (to the Witness')J\ Who 
made out this account for you; had you any- 
thing to say to the making of it out at all? — I 
had not. 

6569. Did you merely sign what was put 
before you ? — I signed it, because I knew it was 
correct. 

6570. Who made it out for you? — I do not 
know who made it out. 

6571. Did you check the amount at all? — I 
knew them to he right, so I signed them. 

6572. Who gave you tlie accounts, and who 
told you that they were right? — Mr. Reynolds. 

6573. Did he make it out for you ? — Yes, it 
was he, and he gave it me to sign. 

6574. Did he tell you that this was an account 
of all the monies expended at the election? — 
Yes. 

6575. It was returned by the expense agent? 
— Yes. 

6576. Did you examine It yourself? — I looked 
over the items. 

6577. Did you know anything of the items of 
money that were paid to the Rev. Mr. Reynolds ? 
— Nothing whatever. 

6578. Do you recollect the fact of youi- paying 
your father some money ? — I do not recollect it. 



6579. You do not recollect your father asking 
you far money on an account due for himself for 
money advanced to Miclc Keoii ? — I do not. 

6580. Were you aware that there were any 
persons hired by the Greville party for the pur- 
poses of the election? — 1 was aware it became 
necessary to get people to protect the_ Grevlllite 
voters from the violence of the Martinite mob. 

6581. You knew it was necessary to pay them? 
— I was aware that it was necessary to pay them 
to protect the Grcvillite voters. _ 

6582. Why did not you put it in the expense 
agent’s account? — Because I did not draw the 
account up. 

6583. No account was furnished to you 01 
what was paid for those things? — I looked oyer 
the account, and I cannot exactly call to mind 
all the items of it. Such an item may have been 
amongst the otlier items, but I cannot exactly 
call it to mind. 

Cross-examined by Mr, M‘Laughlan. 

6584. You returned the account as you knew 
it to he correct? — Yes. 

[Tlie Witness withdrew. 

(27ie Manager of the bank produced the 
cheque for 76 (. 15 s. 10 d.) 

Mr. Exham.'\ This is on the 24th of Janu- 
ary 1870. “Pay Mr. John Maxwell or 
order 76 1 15 s. 10 d., signed, James 15- 
Maxwell.” And it is indorsed by Joha 
Maxwell. 

( The same was handed in, and marked by the 
Registrar.') 

Ml'. 
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Mr. Serjeant ] I beg to infonn 

my learned friend that I have no doubt 
w&atever the Bank Manager of Mullingar 
knows nothing whatever beyond this, that 
he transferred the two sums of 1,000 1. to the 
bank in this town. I can see no object in 



bringing tlie man from the establishiuent to 
prove that, therefore you might telegraph to 
him, and not ha^'e to pay his expenses. 

Mr. £xham.'] We want to know through 
what bank or by what cheques the Eev. 
Mr. Heyuolds was paid. 



John Dupfy, sworu; 

6585. "Where do you live ? — In Clooney. 

6586. Near Ballyualee ? — It is in another 
parish. 

6587. Did you get any money fi-oin any person 
about the time of the election ? — I did not mind 
it. I hare money enough of my own. 

6588. I did n-ot ask you what money you have 
of your own ; I ask whether you got any money 
from any person about the time of the election ? 
— None. 

6589. Where you asked by any person to get 
up a mob ? — No. 



E.vammed by Mr. Monroe. 

6590. You received no money of any kind ^ 

No, none. 

6591. Did you receive any orders from any- 
body ?— No. ■' 

[The Witness withdrew’. 

Mr. Exhum stated that he had just got 
the cheque which was not in the expense 
agent’s accounts at all, and upon which he 
wished to ask a question. 



James Maxwell, i-e-called; 

6592. Here is a cheque which is not in the 
expense agent’s account, what is that 85 1. for ? — 

I do not exactly remember. 

6593. Do you know M'Farrell at all, who has 
paid it ? — That is the Dublin '• Evening Post ” 
account for putting an address in the paper. 

6594. It is 93 1. 19.?. 4rf. in the expense agent’s 
account ? — Perhaps there is some second cheque. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Examined by Mr. Exham. 

Mr. Bzitt stated that he had now closed 
his case, subject to the e.xamination of the 
county inspector .and the telegraph agent. 

The expense .'Rent’s account, Hoiirican’s 
account, and .Mr.Keynold’s letter were put 
in, and marked by the Eegistrar. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at 10 o’clock. 



178. 
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William RooneYj sworn; Examined by Mr, IhM. 



6595. You are the County Inspector of this 
county ? — Yes. 

6596. You were so till the month of December 
last? — Yes. 

6697. Are you able to tell one the first day 
upon which any raeetijig was held to promote the 
candidature of Mr. John Martin ? — I think it was 
the 6th of Deeeniher. 

6598. Where was that meeting held? - It was 
held in tliis town. 

6599. Were you yourself present at the meet- 
ing'!' — I was in the street witli a party of police. 

6600. Cau you tell me who were here to 
attend the meeting on behalf of Mr. Martin? — 
Mr. Mnrtagh and Mr. Sullivan. 

6601. Was there a crowd? — A very large 
crowd. 

6602. Was there any disturbance at that meet- 
ing ? — No, not in the daytime. 

660.3. I mean while the meeting was held? — 
No. 

6604. When you say there was a large crowd, 
was tlie crowd unanimous, or was there a differ- 
ence of opinion ? — A difference of opinion. Mr. 
Murtagh and Sullivan marched down the street 
with a number of people. 

6605. Was there anyting riotous or disorderly 
in the crowd that was with them? — No. 

6606. The next day was there a meetiug held 
at any place ; do you remember a meeting at 
Ballymahou ? — Y’es, I do ; the 4th of December 
was the first. It was attended by Mr. Murtagh 
and Sullivan. 

6607. What day was the 4th?— The Satur- 
day. 

660.S. When was the next meeting held? — The 
] 0th ; that was a Grevilleite meeting. 

6609. When was the next meeting in favour 
of the candidature of Mr. Martin? — The 22nd; 
the market day. 

6610. You speak only of the Longford meet- 
ing ? — I am only speaking of tlie Longford meet- 
ings. 

6611. Do you know anything of the Bally- 
mahoQ meetings? — Yes; on the 9th was the 
Ballymahou meeting, and on tlic 6th was the 
Granard meeting. 

6612. Were you at the Granard meeting ? — I 
was. 

6613. Who was there on behalf of Mr. Martin 
at all? — Mr. Sullivan and Mr. O’Donovan. 

6614. Was it a large meeting ? — Yes. 

6615. Was it unanimous ? — None of the meet- 
ings were unanimous. 

6616. Was there any riot or disorder at that 
meeting at Granard ; the second one ? — ^Yes. 

6617. There was? — Yea. 

6618. What was that? — There was a large 
force of police, and I had to put them between 
the two contending parties to keep peace. 

6619. What took place at Granai'd; do you 
recollect? — Ido not recollect anything but the 
preservation of the peace. 



6620. What o.'casionecl that riot and dU- 
turhance ? — The meeting of the two parlies. 

6621. Was there a large party of the Grevillea 
there at that meeting ? — I tnink a large party of 
the Martinites came from Westmeath and Cavan. 

6622. How far is Granard from Cavan? — 
Twelve miles from the borders of it. 

6623. How far is it from Westmeath? — Quite 
close. 

6624. It is on tlic hordem of the county? — 
Yes. 

6625. Granard is on the borders of the three 
counties ? — Yea. 

6626. No further meetiug was held in Long- 
ford in favour of Martin till the 22ncl? — No. 

6627. Were you here at the time ? — Yes. 

6628. Was there any disturbance at that meet- 
ing ? — Yes, there was ; the windows were broken 
on that night. Mrs. Burn’s windows were 
broken. 

6629. I was only asking you about the meet- 
ing itself; was it orderly or disorderly? — It was 
disorderly. 

6630. How m.any meetings were held at 
Granard in favour of Martin ? — There were 
meetings held on the 6tli, 13th, 20th, 27tli; these 
wore the market days. 

6631. Did gentlemen attend there and speak 
on behalf of Mr. Martin ? — Yes. 

66.32. Were any of tliose meetings orderly or 
disorderly ? — Very disorderly. 

6633. Were those Grevilfeites and Martinites? 
— They were attacking each other. 

6634. Y'di kept the peace? — Yes. 

6635. Now as to Biillymahon; will you tell 
me the meetings held in Ballymahon? — Bally- 
inahou was peaceable. 

6636. Ballymahon meetings were held on the 
9th, 16th, and 23rd? — Yes. 

6637. At those meetings at Ballymahou ; take 
the9tli; was fhat a ijuiet peacable meeting? — 

Yes. 

6638. Did you see any clergymen come up to 
that meeting? — Yes, it was attended by a num- 
ber of clergymen. 

6639. Did they take part with Mr. Murtagh 
and the others ? — Yes. 

6640. Did they speak? — Yes, I think they 
did. 

6641. Were they heard? — They were. 

6642- Did anyone speak of that meeting for 

Mr. Martin? — Idr. Murtagh spoke and Mr. 
Sullivan. 

6643. Did you see Mr. Meany? — Yes. 

6644 Where was it?— The time the windows 
were broken. 

6645. Just tell us about it? — He said,_“ I am 
six foot two in treason-felony.” He had Ms head 
through the window of Burns’s house that was 
broken, and he was struck himself. . 

6646. Was that meeting a peaceable one ?— It 
was until he spoke. 

6647. Then was he attacked? — The windows 

were 
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were bvolcen, and he was struck with a stone. 
There were a number of hlartinites about the 
floor and Grevilieites in the streets. 

6648. "Were there any other meetings held at 
Ballymahon ? — No, ouly what I have tmd you. 

6649. W.as there any riot at any of the other 
meetings in Ballyniahoii 'i — I think not. 

6650. Do you remember any riot that took 
place at Edoeworthstown ? — Yes. 

6651. "When was that ? — That rvas on the 
2Sth. 

6652. Were you there yourself':' — I was. I 
was passing by Edgeworthstown about a mile. 
I heard some screaming, and I went there and 
found the police officers and 25 men. I im- 
mediately dispatched a card to the magistrate 
to send 25 more men. 

6653. What took place at Edgeworthstown ? — 
I eaw Mr. O’Douovau and .Mr. Kirwin, and a 
clergyman there ; be was speaking through the 
window of Douglass’s house. 

6654. Was Father Mullen speaking in favour 
of Sir. Martin ? — Yes. He was followed by a 
number of parties -who attempted to catch him. 

6655. Was there any riot upon that occasion ? 
— No, there \vas no riot, they were all Grevilie- 
ites. 

6656. Were any Grevilieites in the town? — A 
good number. 

6657. Where were you on the polling day ? — 
I W. 1 S here. 

6658. Was there more than a show of dis- 
turbance of the election on that dav ? — I heard 
there ^va.s. I was not present at the time of the 
disturbance. 

6659. Were you present during the whole of 
the election at any other riot ?— No. 

6660. Were you yourself a witness to any 
violence ottered by Mr. Martin’s .adherents? — 
Nothing but shouting. I think that was at 
Edgeworthstown. 

6661. By them, I said ; by the adherents of 
Martin; by his party; do yon know of auy vio- 
lence practised Ijy tliem ? — My Lord, I have 
received several reports of houses being attacked 
bj' ilartinitesj which I have in my pocket. 

6662. Were you yourself present upon any 
occasion of riot ? — No. 



Cross-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

6663. You say you received several reports ? 
— A number. 

6664. ‘With reference to attacks on houses and 
things of that sort ? — Yes. 

Mr. BuU objected to the attacks on houses 
being gone into. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald upheld the ol>- 
jectiou. 

6665. Mr. 3IcLaughlan.'\ You have been 
asked whether or not the polling ilay was orderly 
and quiet ? — I have attended a great number of 
meetings in different parts of Ireland, and it was 
as quiet as any I have seen. 

6666. You limited your answer by s^ing that 

you did not see any disturbance ? — No ; was 

not in Longford any day till a late hour, 10 or 
II o’clock. 

6667. Wei'e you here on the nomination day? 
— I was, 

6668. Did yon see any stone throwino- that 
178. 



day? — There was some stone throwing; very 
little. 

6669. Whereabouts? — Here below on the 
court-house steps. 

6670. In a playful way ? — No ; they did not 
strike the police. 

G6H. lou say that voii saw Mr. Stephen 
Joseph Meany ? — Yes. 

6672. Was he really the height he said he 
was — six feet two ? —That is wliat he stated. 

6673. He said, “I am si.x feet two in treason- 
felony," meaning th at he had more of the ordinary 
amount? — Yes. 

6674. And that peculiar exiiression registered 
itself on your mind — No, it did not. 

6675. What day was it? — Saturday, 4th De- 
cember; Saturday. 

66/6. That was in Longford ? — Y’es, in Long- 
ford. 

6677. In the windows of whose house was he 
at the time he described himself in that nav ? — 
In the window of Mrs. Burns. 

667W. Was thei’O a meeting on that day in 
Longford in favour of tlie Martinites ?— Yes, 
there was. 

6679. I think you mentioned Messrs. Murtagh ' 
and Sullivan and some others as the persons who 
usually attended the meetings; was Mr. Mnrtagh 
that day at a window or in the door? — I did not 
see him in the house at all. 

66SO. Mliere was he when yon first saw him 
that day; I mean about the’ time Mr. Meany 
was sjjcaking ? — He was not there at all at that 
time. 

6681. But he had no one at all th.at daj’ as far 
as yon could gather ? — No. 

6682. Do yon know who O’Donovan is? — 
Yes, I do. 

6683. Who is he ? — He is a Fenian tried and 
convicted : twice in Mouutjoy Prison. 

6684. You heard Mr. O'Donovan speaking 1 — 
Yes, I (lid, but I did not hear a word. 

6685. Did he speak in Longford at all? — I 
think he did. 

6686. On the occasion on which his brother 
convict, Meany, spoke? — Yes. 

66S7. Wlio is Kirwin? — Kirwin is by re- 
port — 

6688. Do not say by report; give bis general 
reputation?—! have heai-d by report tliat he is 
dismissed the army. 

6689. Those meetings, the dates of which you 

ave my learned friend, were all meetings of the 

laidin party ? — Martins and Grevilieites. 

6690. Have you included in the list you gave, 
the meetings professedly in favour oi the 
Grevilieites ? — As far a-s I attended ; I have 
reports as a matter of fact. 

6691. Have you reports as a matter of fact? — 

I have in reference to the neighbourhood of 
Edgeworthstown and Granarcl. I had several 
apiilications made for protection, and a large force 
was sent in there. 

6692. On this occasion, when you say the Riot 
Act was read, I presume the Riot Act was not 
read without some apparent necessity ?— It was 
read to the Mai-tinites and the Grevilieites ; the 
Grevilieites would not be satisfied, so it was read 
twice. 

6693. You say that there was a very powerful 
police force there of a hundred men? — ^xes, and 
more. 

6694. -And it was all necessary ? — Y'es. 

6695. Would not you say, upon the whole, that 

S . Granard 
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'W.Itoij.Ay (Tvauard is rather a turbulent place? — Very 
' T^-.rbulent ; as bad as iiny place in Irelaucl. 

1 April n096. You say that 6nmard is as bad as aii}' 
;ih\ce in Ireland: that remark a]>plies to its 
. rdinary condition ? — Its ordinary comlitiou. 

(1697. Tlic local residents there of the less 
ele^’ated ranks of society are inclined for rows 
generally, are they not ? — Yes. 

669S. Do you that an incursion of a number of 
people from the neighbouring counties would 
tend to make them more or less r^uiet or peace- 
ably dis|)osed ? — No. 

6699. Were not the greater part of the people 
that cajue into Granard, as far as you saw, 
strangers ? — Mostly on the Martinite side tliey 
were .strangers. 

6700. These are the 2 >eople who have been 
properly called tlie raiders? — Yes; from diffe- 
rent other couiitie.s. 

6701. When you say from other counties, do 
you mean Cavan, Westmeath, and Eoscommou? 
—Yes. 

6702. Mr. .Justice Filzgerald.'] Were those 
sti'angers brought in in large numbers ? — Veiy 
large numbers : about 1,500. 

Re-examined by Mr. Bvtt. 

6703. You say that O’Donovan was convicted ? 
— He was a Fenian in Mouutjoy Prison. I be- 



JoHN Thompson, sworn 

>7’. 6706. What is that you have in your hand ? 

Thompson. —Telegrams. 

6707. Where did you get them? — They were 
sent down from Dublin by mail train last night. 

6708. Just open that parcel ; now we have the 

telegimns, it will be atfiultted that they are in 
Mr. Reynolds’s handwriting? 

-Mr. Sergeant Armsfrony.^ That is (piite 
right. 

Mr. This is a telegram dated the 

11th of December. “ Longford, the 1 Itli of 
December, Reynolds to A. M. Sullivan, 

‘ Nation ’ Office, Dublin.” 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong objected to the 
telegrams being read at present, and sub- 
mitted that they should be handed in, and if 
his learaed frieud though fit, he might make 
use of them in liis second speech. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerft1d.'\ If tlie telegram 
is to be received at all, it ^ould be read out 
to the Court now. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong-'] Then I shall 
be entitled to say a word upon it. 

Mr. Butt.] This is a tel^ram from the Rev. 
J. Reynolds to A. M. Sullivan, "Nation” 
Office, Dublin. “ After the collapse of yes- 
terday I hoped one would have peace. I 
am told you are still encouraged and de- 
ceived, and Kkely to come down here to- 
morrow for a new effin-t. Believe me, you 



lieve him to be convicted, from what I liave 
heard. 

6704. Was not he convicted for having arms 
in a procliilraed district — Yes. 

6705. It was under susjiensiim of the Habeas 
Corpus ? — Yes. 

Mr. Justice I'itzgeruld.] It was not for 
having itrui.-i. 

Mr. Butt ."itated that Mr. O’JIoiiovau was 
never convicted, but he was in prison under 
the Habeas Corj)iis Act. 

Mr. Muurov handed in a list of documents 
to he produced by the Respondents. 

Mr. Reynolds’s letter to Mr. Murt:^h ; 
the Expense Agents’ Account ; the Poll- 
Books ; Houricau’s Account ; Miss Sut- 
cliffe’s Boolcs ; the Order produced by John 
McKeou ; the Register of Voters, and the 
Letter of Mr. Riciiards to Mr. liauley. 

Mr. Sergeant A mist rang was heard to 
open the case on behalf of the sitting Mem- 
ber, 

Mr. l-iutt asked for leave to put in some 
telegrams. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald acceded to the 
apidicatiou. 



; Exauiined by Mr. Butt, 

are doing immense liarin to yourself aud to 
your cause. There is not, and there will 
not be, a single man of character with you. 

Further efiurt may give annoyance and do 
no good. I wisli you fully wamed, and 
now leave you to yourself. From every ‘ 

altar in this countj' the jn-icsts will speak 
to-morrow. With you lies tlie blame.” — 

( The telegram was hauled ia, aud marked by 

the Registrar.) ^ 

6709. The next is from tlie Rev. James Rey- 
nolds, Longford, to Rc\’. Dr. Dawson, Carrick- 
on-Shannon, and it is dated tlie 8tli of Decem- 
ber ; "Father Lavillc is to bo here with the 
opposition party to-night, liy the half-past seven 
o’clock tram ; you ought to have a message here 
ready to be handed to him of a decided tone not 
to meddle with us.” Tlie next is from the Rev. 

Dr. Dawson, Carrick-on-Shannon, to the Very 
Rev. Father Reynolds, Longford, and the date 
is the 29th of December : “Fatlier Christopher 
Mullen '.vas in Edgeworthstowu yesterday ; is 
to be in Longford to-day. Send me ^ower to 
stop him:” Dr. Dawson, Carrick-ou-Shannon, < 

29m December, to Rev. J. Reynolds, St. Mels, 
Longford : " Susi>end J. Mullen at once. Do 
the same to any priest disturbing the country. ) 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong was heard to 
addi’ess the Court on tlie telegrams just pro- 
duced. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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The Rev. Jambs Reynolds, sworu ; Examhied by Mr. McLamjhiai,. 



6710. Do you reside iu Longford? — Yes. 

6711. I believe you reside in the College of 
St. Mels, close to this town? — Yes. 

6712. Are you the Principal of that establish- 
ment ? — Yes. 

6713. You are the Rev. Janies Reynolds re- 
ferred to in the Bill of Particulars with reference 
to this election? — Yes. 

6714. How long have you been a priest? — 
About 13 years. 

6715. I presume that you have not during all 
tliat time occupied the position of President of 
the College? — I had been curate in Grauard for 
about eight or nine uionths, and then for the 
period of 12 months I was curate in the parish 
of Lougford, and then opened the present esta- 
blishment, which has merged into a college. 

6716. Under the direction particularly of the 
Right Rev. Dr. Kilduff? — Yes. 

6717. And then under the subser^ueut succes- 
sor, Dr. McCabe? — Yes. 

6718. I believe you took a very prominent 
part ill the last election ? — I believe I did. 

6719. Did you biibe anybody in connectiou 
with it ? — Certainly not. 

6720. Directly or indirectly? — Neither di- 
rectly or iudirectly, by money or by promise. 

6721. Did you, directly or iudirectly, in any 
iiiauner whatever corruptly treat anyone? — I 
neither treated myself, nor by others to my 
knowledge, any person corruptly iu connection 
with the election. 

6722. Did you in any way intimidate, directly 
or indirectly, as a clergyman or otherwise, or un- 
duly influence, any person at tlie last election as 
to fiis vote ? — Never to niy knowledge did I use 
either spiritual or pemonal influence, except to 
invite some cf these young misguided men to 
repent and return, and that was in a spirit of 
kindness. 

6723. Exhausting the list, I must ask did you 
ei'er prevent, by a strong hand, anyone voting as 
he irished ? — Certainly not. 

6724. Did you in any way indulge iu what 
the law calls corrupt practices at the last elec- 
tion ?— Certainly not. 

6725. You have said, in answer to one of my 
questions, that your exertions were directed to- 
wards bringing to repentance those misguided 
young nieu ; in what particular way, publicly or 
otherwise, did you so direct your efforts ? — The 
exertions made iu that respect were made on the 
several Sundays during ivhich the election was 
going on. On the first Sunday after the meeting 
iu Longford. 

6726. To what meeting do you particularly 
refer ? — The first meeting, the 4th of December, 
or about the time of that meeting, a placard most 
offensive was put into my hanefs, in which the 
priests were designated as a cormpt clique, who 
had sold the county. Lord Greville was referred 
to iu very insidtiog Language, and his son called 
au idiot. 

6727. Is that the present Member ? — The pre- 
sent Member ; and the whole tone of this offen- 
sive article or placard was the reply to an ex- 
tremely courteous and civil acceptance by me of 
a deputation that waited upon me two days 
before. 

6728. To identify this deputation, am I right 
in understanding you to refer to a deputation, of 
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which Mr. Murtagh was a member? — Mr. Mu:’- 

tagh and Mr. Morrough. I was indignant as to j, Reynolds, 

that, iind at eight o’eloclc mass the following Ji 

morning, with that placard iu my possessitin, I i April 
adverted iu I'ery strong terms to the tone assumed 1870. 
by these young men, and unfortunately I did 
use in excitement the words, led on by this young 
GiU'ibiildi from 'Water-street, referring to Mr. 

Murtagh. I say that it was done under the pro- 
vocation of the placard, and I felt as soon as it 
was sjjokeu that I hud acted indiscreetly. 

6729. Did you do anything to illustrate your 
desire not to use that word? — At 12 o'cloci: 
mass afterwards on the saaue day 1 ex\)ressetJ 
regret for the words I used on the morning, and 
to make atouemeut went eveu too far almost In 
aTtributiug honesty of purpose, though wroug- 
headeduess, to these young ineu. 

6730. Jlay I trouble you to give us as neaiiy 

as you ciiu an epitome of ivhat you said in tlie 
first instance ? 

Jlr. Butt objected to the examination, on 
the ground that there was uo evidence given 
of any statement made by the witnes.'^ at the 
12 o’clock mass, 

Mr. Justice Bitzfferald.] I cannot upon 
that receive evidence of what he did say ; 
you are quite right iu opening tliis, and 
giving Mr. Butt the amplest opportunity of 
cross-examining the witness. 

6731. Mr. McLuug/ilan.] Are you ready- 
now to state in the fullest manner evei-ything, if 
uccessavy, that yon said 1 roui the altar ? — I am 
ready to repeat the substance of everytliing I 
said during the whole contest, and I am ready 
to swear tE^at it was all in the kindest and most 
faithful spirit spoken. 

6732. You are retiu-ned as one of the iutiiui- 
dators, aud you have already answered that you 
never in any way intimidated ? — I never intimi- 
dated, and besides the speech I made openly in 
the street I never tried to influence any oue but 
Mr. Morrough. I never tried privately to iu- 
fluenee auy one except Mr. "William jMorrough. 

6733. Tell us ivliat passed between you aud 
Mr. William hlorreugh ? — 

ilr. IhUt objected to the question. 

lyitntss.'] I am willing to state that I wrote him 
a lettei-. 

6734. Mr. iMcLaiighlan.'] You say a meeting 
took place ; you refer to the meeting of the 4th ? 

— That is the public meeting in the town of 
Longford at the o-ourt-house steps ; on that occa- 
sion it was said here 

6735. Were y'ou present ?-- 1 was present ; it 
is given in evidence that I was present; 1 was 
at the other end of the town when I heard the 
cheering, and I returned aud was asked by some 
persons to go in Mr. Fai-rell’s window, and ex- 
plain to the people who and what these people 
were. 

6736. Who do you mean by “these people”? 

— I refer to Mr. tfanies Murtagh, Mr. Broderick, 

Mr. Cahill, and Mr. Denis Sullivan, with a 
crowd of Mr. Murtagh’s employed porters, carry- 
ing a green flag or two on a pole. 

6737. Just say what happened? — I could not 
hear anything said standing in the street,; I saw 

s 2 Mr. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




Rov. 

J. Reynolds. 

1 April 
1870. 



I-IO MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



JIv. Sullivan gesticulating and speaking appa- 
rently ; wliat ne said I could not heai*, but I 
ivent up to the window and tried to malce myscli' 
lieard, and found I could not bo beard ; at least 
1 thought not; the people all turned to me. 
Jlr. Murtagli to di^-ei-t attention made, an effort 
to draw away the crowd by his procession, and 
found liiaiselt' left alone until the committee and 
five or six of his owu porters, and then came 
back to hide in the crowd, and silence me by 
cheering and shouting. 

6738. IBefore this meeting of the 4th of De- 
cember, on the steps of tlic court-house, there 
had been a meeting of the clergy of the district 
in the Longfoi-d College? — Yes. 

6739. That was on the 28th of November, was 
not it? — I cannot say the precise day; it was the 
first meeting at the college. 

6740. I now ask you to tell his Lordship, as 
briefly as you can, all about that meeting ; how 
it was called, and what happened ? — That meet- 
ing -was comeued by the Very Rev. Edivard 
McGiver. At that meeting I believe every 
priest in the county was present, save two or 
three who were accidentally absent ; one by sick- 
ness and some by other causes. 

6741. "Was Father Patrick Fitzgerald, of Co- 
lumkill, there ? — No, he was absent, sick. Witli 
the exception of two or tliree, there were not 
py absentees from the county. At that meet- 
ing the Very Re\’. Edwai-d SIcGiver was called 
to the chaii’, and I, as on former occasions, was 
asked to act as secretary. 

6742. Then you had on former occasions, witli 
reference to elections, acted in that capacity ? — 
Since I came to Lon^ord parish. 

6743. He being chairman, and yon being 
secretai-y, tell us what happened ? — There ivas a 
chairman and secretaiy, but in so far only was 
the meeting regular, for it was all desultory con- 
versation. 

6744. There were no set speeches? — Yes, 
there was a feeling for an immediate decision, 
and there was a feeling for an adjournment with- 
out coming to any formal decision, or united ex- 
pression of opinion ; but it was afteiuvards asked 
whether an adjournment was necessary, because 
their minds were not made up, and the answer 
was that the unanimous feeling was to take Mr. 
Greville, and some priests then protested ao-ainst 
going home and being called back again for no 
particular pmijose. 

6745. Did any discussion take place before 
the resolution to adopt?— There was a sugges- 
tion to frame a resolution, and two or three 'were 
tried, ^and finally, without auy formal resolution, 
Mr. Greville, after having been introduced, and 
after having read his address, w'as told to publish 
tliat address, and the priests would recommend 
him to their parishioners. 

6746. At that meeting was any i-esolutlon 
entered into whereby the priests undertook by 
force, gainst the will of tlie electors, to elect 
this man ? — Tliere was no resolution formally put 
before them to authorise _Mr. Greville to address 
the county ; but when his address was before the 
county, the electors would then have an oppor- 
tunity of giving expression to their opinions. 

6/47. This was on the 29tli of 'November; 
was tile next public meeting held in Longford 
with reference to the election, tlie meeting of the 
4th of December, on the steps of the court- 
house?— Yes; that was by Mr. Martin’s friends 
only. 



6748. Did Mr. Murtagh call upon you in the 
interval ? — No. 

6749. How soon after the 29th of November 
did you see Sir. SIurta"!i to talk upon this mat- 
ter ? — I cannot prccisety recollect the day that 
himself and Mr. Morrough waited upon me, as 
they had on a former occasion, about the amnesty 
meeting, to know wliethcr the clergy were fully 
committed to Jlr. Greville, or whotiier it ivould 
be possible to bring a more experienced candi- 
date into the field, and Mr. Butt was named. 

6750. What happened in consequence of that? 
—I expressed a doubt if Mr. Butt would stand; 
and T expressed a probable opinion tliat if he 
offered he would be carried. I at that time 
spoke only for myself; but considering the for- 
mality of the deputation, I thought it better, as 
I was acting foi- others, to look at the terms of 
the suggested resolutions ; and from them I 
gathered the conclusion that the adoption of Mr. 
Greville when told to address tlie county, and 
tliat he would be recommended by them, was an 
actual committal of the priests. 

6751. You mean, of course, committed in the 
sense of selection ? — In the sense of selection ; 
that they were not at liberty to re-open tlie ques- 
tion for themselves again. 

6752. I believe a large proportion of the 
priests ai'c themselves voters ? — I suppose neai-ly 
all the parish priests, and many of the curates ; I 
am myself. 

6753. Notwithstanding you held a minor rank, 
yoit liad the honour of seconding the nomination 
of Mr. Greville as a Member? — Yes. 

6754. Did Mr. Murtagh, or tlie gentlemen 
who were witli him, say anything in answer to 
what you have told us? — Mr. Murtagh wrote 
some letter in reply. 

6755. Have you that letter ? — I have not that 
letter, but the substance of it, as far as I can 
recollect, seemed to be that they had already 
talveu some steps in connection with the Dublin 
committee, and could not now withdraw. 

6756. Did you make search for the letter ? — 

I did not, inasmuch ns I destroyed it on the spot. 

6757. Tlieii after that I believe you wrote the 
letter which luis been read here on the 30th of 
November? — Mr. Murtagh’s letter was a reply 
to that. 

6758. In point of fact, ivas tliere any formal 
record of what took place on the occasion of this 
clergy meeting ? — There was no formal record, 
except the scribbled piece of paper which was 
destroyed within two clays as waste paper. 

6759. But not destroyed with auy purpose? — 
No, ill the usual may. 

6760. This is the letter. “ St. Mels, Long- 
ford. Tuesday, Nov. 30th, 1869. My dear Mr. 
Murtagh, — After you left me to-day I tried at the 
first free moment I liad to lay my hands on the 
minutes of the meeting of tlie clergy. I found the 
full andfair meaning of the resolution then adopted 
was to approve of Mr. Grevilie-Nugent as a de- 
sirable candidate, whose principles and pi’ofessions 
being all that they could desire he should meet 
their'unanimouB support. This resolution was in- 
tended to cai'cfully avoid the idea of dictating to 
anybody, jet ciu'cfully,;too, to secure united action 
and unanimity amongst the priests. Now, as on 
reflection I feared my personal explanation with 
you to-day might be turned into a i-epresentative 
sanction of your projected opposition, of which I 
entirely disapprove, as being chimerical, and tend- 
ing only to create turmoil and confusion, I have • 

thought 
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thouglit it my duty tliu? earl}' to lay my •v iews 
liefore you. Should you determine on persever- 
ing in forcing a useless and pur^joseless contest 
on tlie county and on the priests, it must be with 
a clear knowledge of what is before you. 1 do 
not desire to dictate to you, or to anybody. I 
wisli distinctly to guard myself against being 
misunderstood or possibly thought unintentiou- 
ally misrepresented. Tliere might be a feeling 
with some that Colonel Greville has got his seat 
too cheaply ; that cannot anply to you. Faith- 
fully yours, James Ret/iiolcls.” ? — That last phrase 
is in reference to one of the committee, who 
alleged it as tlie reason for opposing him, that 
some money should be spent in the town. 

67G1. After that, aud ju'ior to the meeting of 
the 10th of December, liad you any further coin- 
numicatiou -with Mr. Murtagh ? — Ko ; but Mr. 
Denis Sullivan waited upon me. 

6762. That is the younger of the two Mr. 
Sullivans who liave been in court ? — Yes. 

6763. Did he wait upon you alone? — He waited 
upon me that evening, or night. 

6764. Do you mean the day ou which you 
uTote tliat letter 1 — On the meeting of the 4tb of 
December he addressed the crowd from the 
court-house steps, and he seemed to think that 
he and I could there and then settle tlie county 
between us. I protested against any arrange- 
ment, as I bad no authority to represent the 
priests, and he had authority to represent uoljody. 
We parted civilly after two or three vain at- 
tempts, as Sir. Sullivan said, to make me listen 
to reason. 

6765. That w'as Saturday, the 4tb? — Saturday, 
tlie 4tb, that night. 

6766. On Sunday you did nothing in j'our 
affairs that you were not in the habit of doing ? 
—No. 

6767. T)ie meeting of the 10th would be tlie 
meeting of the next succeeding Friday ? — Yes. 

6768. That meeting took place in this court? 

6769. You w'ere iireseut? — Yes. 

6770. Prior to that meeting, and ou the same 
morning there had been a gathering of the clergy 
at the college ? — The priests, when they came in, 
were asked first to meet at the college, because 
Mr. Sullivan had declared, naming some priests 
of the county, that there was disunion amongst 
them, and that they would be glad to get out of 
them promise to Mr. Greville, and that he was 
sure of the support of the curates. 

6771. After the selecting meeting of the 29tli 
of November, I presume Mr. Greville issued 
his addi’ess to the county ? — He issued his address 
that evening with this particular reference on 
my part to it. I suggested to Mr. Reynolds, tlie 
conducting agent, to have the address sent for- 
wai’d at once, and he asked me to send it. The 
only paper to which I sent it w'as personally, 
with a line to Mr. A. M. Sullivan, saying, “ I 
think this address comes up to all you can re- 
quire ” 5 and afterwards it was taken advantage 
of to make an insinuation in the letter written 
in Dublin, and nominally put forward for Mr. 
Duggan, in which I was chai-ged -with having 
•written the address and published the address. 

6772. TVliich you never did ? — Which I never 
did. 

6773. Hr. Reynolds, to whom you referred as 
having made the communication, was Mr. 
Christopher Reynolds? — Yes, the conducting 
agent. 
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6774. The meeting of the 10th of December Rev. 

was called by a circular that we have already J. Reynolds. 
heard of? — Yes. 

6775. St. Mels, Longford. 7th December * April 
1869. Dear sir, — To counteract the disturbance 1870. 
and agitation to which our county has lately 

been made n prey, aud to save us from the 
further tuniKiil whicli the Fenian raiders seem 
so anxious to bring upou us, it has been con- 
sidered advisable to call a meeting together, at 
once, of the respectable aud responsible repre- 
sentatives of the electors of the county. For that 
jmrpose there will be a meeting of the electors of 
the county in Longford on Friday next, and I 
shall feel greatly oliliged if you could assist and 
aid us ].»y the influence of your presence at 
the meeting. I am, dear Sir, yours, Edward 
McGai-er. P.P., v.ar.” He is Vicai- Foreign to 
the Deanery of Gi'auard? — Yes. 

6776. In the interval between the 9th of De- 
cember aud the 10th those people referred to as 
raiders had made no further public demonstration 
anywhere? — Yes. 

6777. Where ? — At Grauard. 

6778. They were the manifestations referred 
to in that part of the circular speaking of Fenian 
raiders? — Yes. 

6779. You say the clergy were on that morn- 
ing, some of them, at the college ? — They were, 
evei'y one of them, I think, but two, aud tliese 
two had written to explain the cause of their 
absence. 

6780. That is of no consequence ; there was 
no formal meeting there tliat morning ? — No 
fonnnl meeting, except to give an opportunity to 
the two or three priests named by Mr. Sullivan 
to put forward au indignant denial to the 
calumny. 

6781. At what hour was the meeting held that 
day here ; I mean the county meeting? — I sup- 
pose about one o’clock or two o’clock. 

6782. Was it au exclusive clergy meeting? — 

It was not ; I had got the circular issued by 
Father McGaver’s authority, and I endeavoured, 
as far as I could, to send it to every Liberal 
elector in tlie county of auy note or standing, 
aud I took care to give special orders that the 
members of the Martin committee, though not 
voters, should be every one summoned. 

6783. And that is a copy of the circular wliicb 
I have read ? — Yes. 

6784. Tliis was not confined to priests? — No ; 
on the contrary it was intended, and I believe it 
was really, as thorough a representative assem- 
blage of the electors of the county as could be 
got together. 

6785. There was a lai-ge attendance of the 
electors of the county ? — Yes. 

6786. Did you obseiwe Mr. Murtagh at that 
meeting? — He stood beside me on the platform. 

6787. You mean the bench? — Yes; aud he 
stood there by invitation from myself. 

6788. It was to represent the men upon the 
other side ? — Yes. 

6789. Were any other notable persons of the 
hlai'tin committee there ? — Mr. Morrough was 
invited, and then there was a distribution of the 
other committee men, one on each goliery, aud 
two in different parts of the court-house, in 
order to act upou any demonstration in Mr. 

Martin’s favour. 

6790. Aud the court-house was full ? — 

Yes, ilr. IMoiTough and Murtagh stood beside 
me, aud Sir. Canter was in the body of the 

s 3 court 
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ci>uvt ; Jlr. Broilerick in one gatlery and Mr. 
JoJiu Quinn in the other. 

6791. Who was in the olmir? — I cannot 
whether Dr, Dawson nr ilr. Joiin Maxwell, the 
cliiiirman of tlie town commissioners. 

6792. Was Mr. Denis B. Sullivan here upon 
tliat occasion, or any of the Sullivans!' — I did 
not know that he was ])resent until the meeting 
was over, or I would have adverted to his 
presence ; he was, in point of fact, sitting under 
me, but not seen by me. 

6793. Was the elder Mr. Sullivan there 'i — 

Ko. 

6794. Was Mr. Stephen rFoseph Meany pre- 
sent upon that occusinn? — No. 

6795. Now, tell briefly what li.appcned? — At 
tlmt meeting Dr. Dawson made a sliort speech, 
ami was interrupted by Mr. Michael Nowd in a 
kind of manner that raised a little resentment iit 
the meeting, but afterw.ards the things passed on 
(juielly, and Dr. Dawson asked me to read tlie 
cmifirmation of the clergy chosen by the bishop, 
which I did with some cdiservations of my own, 
appealing to the good sense, to the honesty, and 
to the real patriotism of j\Ir. Mnrtagli, looking 
at the meeting and seeing what siip{>ort he hacl 
found in the county, whether lie ivould jiersevere 
in a puiposeless contest. 

6796. Who is Mr. Nowcl; is he the gentle- 
man who lias been referred to as the person who 
went to Rusooimnon to get up a crowd ? — That 
is the person who rode about Roscommon and 
Ratbcline to get up the mobs. Mr. Murtagh 
refused to withdraw, on the ground that lie liad 
been personally as.sailed, and his character per- 
scmally aspersed, and I told him that that ivonld 
be scarcely a motive for persevering, and I 
begged him to retire into a room with Sir. 
Morroiigh and tionsiilt. I afterwards ivcnt in 
myself and asked him wliat he was alioiit to do ; 
and he said he should be heard, and I told him 
that he should be heal’d, and tli.at I would stand 
beside him to get him heard ; and then, after ex- 
jilalning his own motives, he said, in the cause of 
peace and order, lie, in the name of the national 
coimuittee, withdrew the candidature of John 
Martin. 

6797. Was there any effort made by his col- 
leagues to make him then and there withdraiv at 
that moment ? — None. 

6798. In public? — No; what happened in 
private aftenvards I cannot tell. 

6799. Did Mr. Murrough indicate in any way 
what his views were ? — Mr. Murrough showed 
hi.s willingness to withdraw from a false posi- 
tion. 

6800. iknd did so, I suppose ? — And did so ; 
and never acted with the Martin committee 
afterwards, to my knowledge, though he voted. 

6801. Was there a great rejoicing in conse- 
quence of that ? —There was a universal shaking 
of hands and mutual congratulations, and some 
orders given to treat the non-electors and others 
going on that day as all was over. 

68U2. Then you took it in that way rather 
than the other; you thought all was over, and 
there would be no contest ? — I believe that as 
the only respectable man or two in the county 
connected with the strangers liad withdrawn, 
they would no longer be able to stay in the 
county. 

6803. Did you observe whether or not Mr. 



Denis B. Sullivan in any way protested ? — I did 
not see him in the court at all. 

6804. I believe tlicrc was some ilriuk given to 
the crowd of jieople ? — There was. 

6805. Not tlmiking there would be any elec- 
tion at all / — I saw none of the drink gii eii, and 
tlierefore camuit say to whom it was gi\-eii. 

6806. Did any other cicrgymau speak at that 
meeting but yon? — Inasmuch asMr.Murtaghcou- 
seiited to withdraw, there was none other speech 
save one made, 1 think, by Mr. Tom Maxwell. 

6807. lie is not iu holy onlers? — No. 

680S. Mr. Maxwell being one ot the laity, and 
an indejiendent man, what did he say? — 

Mr. Justice Fif.zrjrrnltl.'] Do you think it 
necessary to have Mr. Maxwell’s speech? — 

6809. Mr. McL,uVijhlan.‘\ No, but I wish to 
sliow that the lait}' were acting iiiclependeutly 
of the clergy, and quite opeidy. ( To the Wit- 
ness.) He spoke out Ids mind freely?— As he 
always does. 

6810. He approved of what was done? — 
Thorougliiy. 

6811. Did any otlier lay gentlemen say any- 
thing? — I believe they did, but I do not re- 
member. 

6812. You were the only clergyman who 
spoke, and I su|>pi.>se you were looked upon as a 
sort of represcntJitlve man amongst the clergy ? 
— I was one of the representative men from the 
fact of my position, that the clergy, having once 
come to a decision, left the duty to be done by 
me executively. 

[Adjourned for a short time. 

Upon re-nssembliiig : 

6813. Mr. AlclMui/hlmi.l AVe had concluded 
the meeting of <lie lOtli of December when you 
left the box ? — Yes. 

6814. How soon after the 10th of December 
did you hear that tlic withdrawal of Mr. Martm 
had been itself withdrawn ?— I did not lieav it 
even by rnmonv until Saturday morning, wliicb 
was the 3icxt morning. 

6815. From whom did you hear it? — I cannot 
recollect now Irom wliom I licard it, but I came 
dow!i the street and I found it wa.« the general 
ruiiKJur and rep(.irt tliat Mr. Murtagh had been 
overruled. 

6816. Had you any communication with Mr. 
Murtagh himself on the subject? — None what- 
ever. 

6817. Up to this time hod there been many 
incm’slons of strangers from the surrounding 
districts into this comity? — There were strangers 
in Granard. 

6818. You were not person.ally there? — No; 
to my knowledge, except the strangers iu Long- 
ford, I could not name any others. 

6819. Were you iu Granard yotirself at the 
time to which mj- question applies? — No, not till 
subsequently. 

6820. Tell me the date at which you were in 
Granard ? — I think the meeting of the 20th. 

6821. Up to this time have you received any 
money from Mr. Gi’eville on account of the 
election, or from anyone else. I now apply my 
question to the 10th of December ? — In reference 
to this, there is a doubt in iny mind, but to tlie 
best of my present belief the first lodgment 
made was on the lOtli of December. 

6822. I think 
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6822. I tliink you said, in answer to my last 
question, that you had lieai-d of the incursion of 
sti-augers into the county; Ido not ask as to 
the fact, hut as to rumour ? — I can state only 
rumours and messages of persons coming to tell 
me all that was said, and all tliat was reported, 
and it was reported and said that tliis was taking 
place- and would take place. 

Up to the time at which you first heard 
those rumours, had you adopted any means to 
have an organised moh, or anything of that sort ? 
— Notiiing whatever of the kind. 

6824. Do I understand your evidence to be 
that if was when you heard of the incursion of 
sti’angevs ? — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald upheld the objec- 
tion. 

6825. Mr. MeLaughlan.'] You stated to Mr. 
Murtagh the approbation of the bishop : _ I be- 
lieve you received a telegi’am from the bishop ? 

—I did. 

6826. Listen to this 

Mr. Butt objected to the telegram being 
read. 

6827. Mr. Butt (to the li'7f«css).] Was that 
telegram read at the meeting of the lOth'! — To 
the best of my belief, at present, I did read that 
telegram. 

6828. Mr. McLaughlun.'] “ From Mousignor 

McCabe, Rome. i8tn4 , to Rev. J. 

Reynolds, Longford, Ireland. Your letter re- 
ceived. Let all unite and prepare for contest ; let 
no one be deceived or intimidated. I am more 
convinced than ever of the necessity of opposing 
Fenian candidates, and ensuring ti-iumplial re- 
turn of Greville. No priests to sign the new 
amnesty petition.” I believe the amnesty peti- 
tion was thought to be a Fenian address? — It 
turned out to be. 

6829. You heard the rumour that you have 
stated ? — Yes. 

6830. Mr. McLauyhlan.'\ Subsequently to 
that did you take any means to employ people 
to act in tlie interest of Greville throughout the 
county ? — I did. 

6831. As nearly as you can challenge yom- 
memory, be good enough to say when you first 
did 60 ? — The first cheque that I drew for the 
purpose is here. This is my bank book, the 
8th of December and the 7th, and some few 
days before that I sjient some little money, I 
canuoi say for wliat purpose ; I had spent some 
money on that account before. 

6832. That is your own private cash? — Yes; 
Deceinlicr the 4th is the first sum paid after the 
Longford meeting. 

6833. You are principal disbursev of tlie 
college ? — Yes. 

6834. You keep an aecoimt at the Ulster Bauk, 
Longford ? — Yes. 

6835. That account is an account current as 
well with your private account as with the col- 
lege account 1 — It was on my common ordinary 
account. I lodged tlie amounts received, and 
therefore thev were intermixed with the current 
expenditure. 

6836. Had you, prior to the receipt of any 
178. 



money on the part of Lord Greville, expended 
some of your own money ? — Yes. J 

6837. Conld you say about how much? — I 
think about 100/., or thereabouts, from the 4th 
to the 10th of Derombci’, I think on the 10th 
of December a county meeting was held in 
answer to the Grauard husiness, and 100/. to 
150/. had been expended befoi-e that time. 

6838. What do you mean by ‘•'in answer to 
the Gvanard business”?— From what was re- 
ported to me, to bring in the county Cavan 
jieople there, and their intention to proceed in 
that way. 

6839. What ivas the first money you received 
for the purposes of the election in addition to 
your own money? — As far as I can recollect, 
tlie first money received ; I cannot give the date 
received, but the date it was lodged was Decem- 
ber the 10th, 500 /. 

6840. Yon received the moneys, a statement of 
which has been supplied to the other pai-ty? — 
Yes, these are in my own name, but owing to 
some remarks made in tlie bank after the first 
500/. being passed into my name, I used Mr. 
Maxwell’s name to get two 500 /. passed to me, 
but the totals jiassed into my own account 
only. 

6841. Any money that you paid, and did you 
pay out in cneques in the first instance either to 
yourself or anyone else ?— The cheques were in 
somebody else’s favour, but I lodged all the 
money 1 had in the bank, uiid it passed through 
tlie bank in the regular way. 

6842. You appfied it to the entire of jour 
election expenditure ? — Certainly. 

6843. Just tell his Lordship what meapres 
you took in the expenditure of money with a 
vdew to the protection of the voters ? — In oases 
here at liome I got introduced to me some per- 
sons who would act as mob-leaders, and through 
them I paid various sums of mouey from time to 
time for the meetings. 

6844. Do you mean for their attendance at 
the meetings?— Yes, for their attendance at the 
meeting, sometimes giving 1 s., sometimes 2 s. 6 </., 
or sometimes 3 s. to a very prominent active 
leader. 

6845. Witli good lungs? — With good lungs 

and strong arms ; then I gave from time to time 
5 10 /., and 20 /. on accounts^ shown to me for 

moneys spent in drink by McKeon, as he offered 
the bills. 

6846. He was a sort of ambassador to you on 

account of the mobs?- 'No. 

6847. John McKeun’s name is John McKeon ? 
— John McKeon of Longford. 

6848. What is he ?— He is a bacon curer. 

6849. When did you first see him with re- 
ference to the election ?— Immediately after the 
meeting on Saturday the 4tli, McKeon waited 
upon me. 

6850. You cannot tell what he said unless 
on cross-examination? — To report to us the pro- 
ceedings in the town, and to report all he knew^ 
about the party. 

6851. Had the communication that you re- 
ceived from ilcKeon anything to do with the 
necessity whicli you subsequently i-ecognised as 
existing to provide people to protect the Greville 
voters?— Yes, it had. 

6852. In what capacity did he act betiveen you 
and those people?— As a volunteer to bring me 
information, to do my messages, and he gradually 
passed into the character of general agent with- 

s4 



Rev. 

. SeynoMa. 

1 April 
1870. 
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Rev. out any imderstamlingj but all through as a 
J. lte)/nolrh. volunteer. 

63 j3. "ll’liat were the particiilai- matters which 

I April v.'ere tlie subject of liis genernl agency ? — Deal- 
1870. Jijj, {Jjc ijiob in Lougfoixl, ami dealing with 
liei-soiis organising mobs in tiie surrounding dis- 
tricts. 

6354. Longford was the head-quarters? — 



6874. To appointineufcs on the daj' of nomina- • 
tion V — Appointments on tlie clay nomination, 
and appointments on the day of polling as escorts 
to the poll. 

6875. Did you, in giving your instructions as 
to the e.xtent of the employment of those people, 
consider the extent of the force against whom, 
they were bronglit ? — 



6855. Did you from time to time pay McKcou 
any money for that object? — I never gave him a 
farthing, .aud he distiuctly refused to receive it. 

6856. X do not mean in his own personal right, 
but in his representative capacity ? — In his re- 
presentative capacity I paid him sums in various 
amounts, checking the accouuts day by clay, and 
about 103 1. passed through his hands. 

6857. Altogether? — Altogetlier; that is of 
•which he had the conti-ol. 

6858. Did you directly or indirectly authorise 
or employ him to use any of that money in 
bribery, intimidation, treating, or anv other cor- 
rupt practice ? — Certainly not ; I gave the 
strongest jwssible orders against it. 

6859. Did yon 3ubsec|uently in any way 
approve or adopt any act of bribery, ti-eating, 
corruptly, or undue influeuce ? — Certainly not.° 

6860. Where did the rest of the money go ? — 
The rest of the money went in e.xpenditure in 
Longford, Edgeworthstown, Ballymahon, and 
the districts, to pay men, or entertain men, or 
treat men for attending the meetings, and for 
attending at the nomination or the polling. 

6861. Mr. Justice Fitzr/erald^ What was the 
sum total that went in ’ that way ? — The sum 
total that passed through my hands was 3,007 /. 

6862. Does that 3,007 1. represent the general 
e.vpenses of the election ?— It represents thu 
general e:q)ense3 of the election in great part 

6863. Wasitall paid for the purposes of mobs? 
— No. 

6SG4. You must be quite specific in (his ? — 
Tliis is my own private account. 

6365. Mr. Exham.'^ Tliis is tutsdly Indepou- 
deut of the expense agent? — Yes. 

6866. Mr. iMcLnughlan.'] Did this organisation 
wliich yon speak of extend over the entire of the 
county? — Over the entire of the county, and 
over tlie entire of the time of the canvass. 

6867. What extent of time was included in 
the last description ?— From the 4th of December 
to the 4th of January. 

6868. What were the duties of these people 
•who were employed and paid in this way ?— - 

Mr. Bit?? objected to the question. 

Mr._ J usticc Fitzgerald overmled the 
objection. 

6869. Tslv. McLuuyhlaru'\ What ivere the duties 
of those electors, so far as your instructions de- 
fined those duiics? — The instructions were to 
bring in yotuig men to prevent intimidation at 
the meetings in Grauard and elsewhere. 

6870. ^ wliat intimidation ?— The intimidation 
of the foreign raiders. 

6871. What do you mean by “foreign”? — I 
mean outside the county of Longford. 

6872. When you say Granaixl, do you in- 
tend to limit tlie description to Granai-d alone ? 
—No Granavd, Ballymahon, Drumlish, and 
Longford. 

6873. Did your instructions extend to n-uard- 
ing the voters to the poll ’—They did. 



Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

6876. Mr. MeLanghlun.'\ Did you consider it 

necessary to employ all that were employed ? I 

beheved it absolutely necessary for two reasons ; . 
the first reason was the prevailing habit of intro-- 
during large mobs from Westmeath, Cavan, and 
Roscommon ; the second reason was that, in con- 
sulting with the authorities in Ijougford as to 
what was to be done iu Granardand Ballymahon 
and Longford for escorts, I was informed that I 
could get no infantry without cavalrv, and get 
no infantry without cars : and therefore, practi- 
cally, I could get none if I did not supply it with 
non-electors. 

6877. Did you fear any difficulty in getting 
cars ? — Yes. 

6878. Do you mean military w-lien you say 
cavalry? — Yes, I experienced considerable diffi- 
culty. Mr. Hanley, one of the active agents 
for Mr. Martin, a fonner hanger-on at the hotel, 
contrived, I believe firmly, but I cannot prove it. 

6879. Do not say so ? — I know tli.at 24 cars 
sent out of Gvan.ard were turned back to me, and 
24 ears sent to Drumlish ^vere turned back. 

6880. Were they sent for voters?— Yes, and 
several other cases uecurred of cars being re- 
turned. 

6881. Tliose things -were reiiorted to you? — 
Those cases came under my own immediate 
observation. 

6SS2. Did your people experience any diffi- 
culty ill getting cars ? — I was obliged to send 
out escorts for a distance, in order to get them 
to tlie place for the voters, and nas obliged to 
offer gratuities to the drivers to induce them to 
go back. 

6883. AVhy ? — Because they were dri\-en 
back, and n-eve afraid to go. 

6884. Did not turning back tlie conveyances 

in any ^vay affect the pml-books, and the other 
appliances for the officials in Granavd ? — I was 
aware that the poll books 

Mr. Biil't objected to the examination. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] You have that 
already stated. 

Wituesn.] I saw the poll hooks returned to 
Longford liy the cannen coming hack from 
Grauard : they got in, but they rnu away. 

6885. Mr. McLaughlau,] It was the dieciuc- 
books we referred to ; was freedom of election 
in any way interfered with by the Mai-tinites, so 
far as j’ou can answer the question, at tlie last 
election? — I believe it was. 

6886. How? — By threats and iiitiuiidatiou, 
and by -visitation of houses. 

6887. Did yovu' neuti’alising organisation take 
cognisance of those things ? — -It was intended to 
give the voters heart, and show them that they 
would be protected, even if they voted for Mr. 
Grevillo. 

6888. If Mr. Murtagh’s withdrawal of Mr. 
Jlartiu on the Friday had been persevei'ed in, 

there 
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there would have been no necessity for ail this ? 
— None. 

6889. Were the people, so far as you know, in 
accord with the priests with reference to Mr. 
Gveville ? — I never had a particle of doubt from 
beginning to end of the perfect accord of the 
people in the county with the clergy. 

6890. Was there any necessity for bribery, 
treating, or undue influence ? — 

Mr. Bull objected to the question. 

6891. yiv. McLaughlan.'] From your know- 
ledge of the county, was there any necessity for 
bribery, treating, or undue influence ? — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald upheld the objec- 
tion. 

6892. Mr. 3IrLaiijhlan.'} Did you receive any 
money from Mr. John Maxwell, or give any 
money to him ? — I received four cheques of 50^ 
each from Mr. Maxwell, as expense agent, for 
what I call convoying the voters ; the intention 
was to send the cheques endorsed by me to the 
different districts, but I thought it was better to 
lodge it, and give accounts and cheques against 
them. 

6893. You passed the cheques regularly 
through the banls? — Yes. 

6894. They are iucluded in the account? — It 
is included in the account. 

6895. That was the reason it was not in the 
c.^peuse account ? — I suppose so. 

6896. When you talk about sending money to 
otlier districts, be good enough to say how you 
were accustomed to send the money to other 
districts? — By a letter and cheque. 

6897. Did j'ou send it in small sums? — I sent 
it in sums of 15/. and 20/. to the priest of the 
parish, for his crowd; generally in that way. 

6898. Was there any committee at the last 
election in favour of Air. Greidlle? — Not that I 
am aware of. 

6899. AVas there any committee formed of 
the electors meeting, either on the 24th of No- 
vember, or the 10th of December? — Not that I 
am aware or. 

6900. Do you remember, during the time of 
the election, presiding at a dinner at Sutcliffe’s 
Hotel?— It was said that I dined here the day 
Lord Greville had his party, and I did not; 
I dined once or twice with Mr. Greville- 
Nugent. 

6901. Had that any influence upon your vote; 
I solemnly ask you upon your oath ; you must 
answer? — Certainly not. 

6902. With regard to a letter which we have 
been hearing of, alleged to have been sent to 
Fatiisr Fitzgerald by you, through Gormley, 
what was it about ?— 1 cannot recollect ; but the 
purport of that letter, I belle^-e, was sunply an 
advice to him and hia former curate in Granard 
to bring some people in with them, and come 
there on the Monday that the raid was to be 
made ; and as for the reference made to some 
other ecclesiastical facts, it is impossible that I 
could have written such a story, inasmuch as 
nothing of the kind occun-ed till nearly three 
weeks afterwards. 

6903. Of what kind?— In reference to the re- 
moval of Mr. Lee. 

6904. Do you know a man called Peter 
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MeNeboe ? — I never saw him till I saw him on 
the table here. 

6905. Are you a professor of theology in your 
college ? — There is no theology taught there ; it 
is merely a seminary; I mean the technical 
phrase that we use in the college ; theological 
class is not taught there. 

6906. A priest cannot reveal anything told 
liim in the confessional ? — He commits a grievous 
sin by doing so, and incurs suspension. 

6907. Suppose a man goes to confes-sion to a 
priest, and that man afterwards states that he 
refused to hear his confession after it had gone 
on a certain length, because he was a Martinite, 
could the priest say aye or nay, u-hether he did 
or not?— The question necessarily implies a dis- 
tinction ; in the first place, the theological secret 
applies simply to absolution for his sius, and 
other matters do not come under the strict theo- 
logical secret. At the same time, moral prudence 
compels me, and every priest, to observe the 
rule, that once a person is there, beyond the 
physical fact that he has been there, I cannot 
speak. 

6908. Suppose you were asked whether he 
had been at confession, could you tell ? — I cau 
tell whether he has been there, but I cannot tell 
whether I refused him or did not refuse him. 

6909. You have heard of Father Lavelle ? — 
Yes. 

6910. Does he belong to this diocese?— No. 

6911. There is a telegram put in by the 

qjiiiosite side which I will read to you : Rev. 

James Reynolds, Longford, to Rev. Hr. Dawson, 
Carrick-on-Shannon who is Dr. Dawson ? — 
The absolute bishop of the diocese, in the abtience 
of the bishm). 

6912. “ Father Lavelle is to bu here with the 
opposition party to-night by the half-past seven 
o’clock train ; you ou^t to have a message here 
ready to be handed to him of a decided tone, not 
to meddle with us’’^; you sent that message? — 
Yes. 

6913. You had heard before j-ou sent it that 
Father Lavelle was coming? — Yes, and some 
otiier very distinguished men u-ere to be here 
also. 

6914. Here is another telegram which I will 
read : " Murtagh, to John'’ Martin’s commit- 
tee”? — 



Rev, 

J. Kri/Polds. 

1 April 
1 870. 



Mr. Butt objected to the telegram being 
read. 



Jlr. Serjeant Armstrong was heard in sup- 
port of the line of examination. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald."] I can only take 
tliose four telegrams which have been read by 
the petitioners. 

6915. Mr. McLaughlan^ I cannot ask any- 
thing about tlie telegram, but had you heard that 
Father Lavelle, a respectable parish priest, would 
speak upon the occasion?- Yes. 

6916. AYas it in consequence of that you tele- 
graphed to Dr. Dawson? — Yes. 

6917. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] A'ou did not 
thiuk that he was likely to add to the peace of t!ie 
district ? — Certainly not. 

6918. Mr. McLaughlan:] There is another 
telegram that I will read to you, “ The Reverend 
J. Reynolds, Longford, to A. M. Sullivan, Nation 
Office, Dublin, 11th December 1869; after the 
collapse of }'esterday, I hoped we would have 
peace; I am lold you are still encouraged and 

X deceived 
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Rev. deceived, and likeiv to t uiiie down liei'e to-morrow 

J. Reymldt,. for a new effovl ; believe me you are doing im- 

niense barm to yourself unci to your cause ; there 

i April jg there will not be ii single man ol' 

character witli you Further eftbrt may give 
annoyance ar.d esm do no good ; I wish you fully 
warned and now leave you to yourself From 
every altar in this county tlie priests will speak 
to-morrow; with you ties the blame.” " From 
every altar in this county the priests will speak 
to-mc»rrmv,” what do you mean by that!' - 1 meant 
that as a reply to the declaration of Mr. Sullivan 
that the priests were divided. 

6919. a'ow cloi's the geiitleniiiii of the name of 
Father Christoplo. r Mullen belong to this dioccsci' 
— He does not. 

6920. What cUoecse iloes iie belong to?— The 
diocese of Meath. 

692 1 . Of what county 'i — Westmeath. 

C922. A telegram received by you ha.s been 
jiut in evidence from the Rev. Dr. Dawson, 
muler date the 29th December. “ Cai vick-ou- 
Shauuou. To the Rev. James Reynolds. Father 
Christopher Mullen was in Edgworthstown yes- 
terday ; is to be in Longford to-day. Send me 
power to stop him.” Had he any business in the 
county Longford ihat you knew? — None 
whatever, except to degrade his character by 
haranguing the mob bettveen Mr. Donovan and 
Meanev. 

6923. You received another telegram, which 
has been put in evidence, from the same reverend 
gentleman, as follows: — “ Suspend J. Mullen at 
once ; do the same to any priest di.sturbing the 
county.” I suppose the disturbance was what 
you referred?—! wmted upon Fatiier Mullen, 
Mid gave him six hours to leave the diocese, and 
it ])assed away with that. 

6924. Then he never was suspended — No. 

6925. He liiniself passed away ? — Passed 
away. 

6920. He never was sus])ended on account of 
that? — Not by me. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Butt. 

6927. Siipjiose that a person went to confession, 
and before hearing confession the priest said, “ I 
won’t hear you as a Martiuite;” would there 

be objection to the priest answering that"? 

Decidedly^ there would, because by implicatiou 
the negative would be an affirniative in another 
case. I think it could not be answered, because 
not being able to give the .same answer in another 
case would imply an admission of its truth. If I 
say, “ 1 (lid not j)ut him away for that,” it implies 
the truth in another possible case. 

6928. Do you clearly understand the question? 
—I clearly understand that to ask whether I did 
or did not reject him vyould not be lawful, because 
in the case where I did reject a man it would be 
an admission that I did so. 

6929. Supposing a person merely met you in 

the street and said, “ 1 want to go to confession,” 
M(1 you said, •' It is no use because you are a 
Martinite ’• ? — That has nothing do with the 

confession. 

6930. I am putting an extreme case ?— In such 
a case I think the priest could fairly answer, “ I 
never gave such an answer.” 

6931. It would demeud ujmn whether at the 
mommt the party had actually put himself in the 
position of a penitent? — It would depend upon 
where the priest was. Any reference to con- 



fession inthe tribunal for hearing coiifcesion would 
be part of the coufe'sion. 

69.32. Ill the otlier case, not ?- -In theotlier cjise, 
J think not. 

69.33. You spoke about sending the address to 
Mr. Sullivan with a letter; wa.s not that the 

letter you sent (handing a lettur to Wittiefni)'> 

Yes, tlmt is my handwriting. 

6934. That is (lie letter? — Yes, that Is the 
letter. 

(>y3.j. Tluni f will read it ; it is marked “ Pi-i- 
vate,” and I would not rend it without yoiiv per- 
mission. '* .Si. Mg 1’.<. Longford. My 'dear Me. 
Sullivan, — Plea.se have the enclosed published in 
the ‘ Nation ’ and ‘ News ’ from this to the election, 
which will, I suppose, take idace towards the end 
of December. I think the caudid.ate’s pledge of 
‘ permanent occupation as long as the tenant pays 
a fair rent, based on tlie pViiicijile of valuation by 
an independent tribunal,’ Ls as clear, distinct, and 
full as we can desire. His father’s character is a 
sure guarantee that tlie pledges now made shall 
be honourably fulfilled: FaitUfuliy yours, James 
Reynolds.” I think tliat would help you to put 
that date of the St. Mel’s meeting a. little earlier ? 
— Ye?, it (Iocs. 

6936. We assumed it to be the 28th? — Itmust 
have been a tew days earlier. I have not a dis- 
tinct memory of the date, and I fixed the 28th a? 
being about the time. 

6937. I won’t ask you a woi-d about that 
expression of yours, “ Garilialdi”? — I reculledit 
immediately. 

6938. Does this little b(jok here represent all 
the money that you paid away ? — As far as I 
know all the money I received and paid away is 
entered there. 

6939. Then tliey ai'e in yonr debt ? — Certainly, 
I paid more. 

6940. You mid away 3,037 7. 12s., and you 
got 3,000 1. ? — ^There is a mistake there. I will 
explain. There was one cheque drawn for 60/., 
and 30/. 1 have returned; and, of course, this is 
an account of the cheque. 

6941. Then, in fact, they only ow’ed vou 7/.? 
— They (july owed me 11. 

6942. Now I think I see there, the 8th Janu- 
avy, you gave a cheque to the Rev. Felix Duffy, 
for payment of Drumlish bills, 87/. '—These 
bills were brotiglit in for the treatment diunng 
the time of the election, 3/., 4/., or o/. ; Mr. 
Reymdds’s 33 /. amongst them. 

6943. Did you hear the evidence given about 
21. being given to persons to buy drink : not any 
order, but in cash ? — Yes. 

6944. Where would that amount a])])ear in tliis 
book ? — It appears in the total. Mr. Reynolds’s 
bill was for .33/., and in that bill he retuviied the 
cash as one of the items. 

6945. Would the same thing apply to the Rev. 
lehx Duffy?— The Rev. Felix Du'ffy, for pay- 
ment of Drumlish bills. He brought me in a 
body of bills ; and after checking them on my 
desk one by one, I totted up the total, and gave 
him a cheque for the wliole ; and amongst these 
was one of the bills n-ith the item, I suppose. 

6946. Supposing the Rev. Felix Duffy had 
paid out money that waj’ ? — It should be included 
in the 87/. 

Do you see there you paid some fines? 

Yes, I paid some at the petty sessions for the 
mob men that were fined, anci would not be 
satisfied unless I fee’d tlie attorney and paid the 
fines to get them ont. 

6948. All 
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6948. All iJiese paymeuts entered here ynu 
actually made ? — I actually made ; but some of 
the entries were made at intervals of two days 
afterwards: and in one or two cases I find I 
mis(jlaeed the sums; I ])ut one person for 20/ 
and the other 30/., where it ought to be the other 
way. ( The book ions put in'). 

6949. There is no private memomndum in it? 
— No; there are, perhaps, some half-dozen en- 
tries that I could not precisely say are perfectly 
accurate; but they are as neaily accurate as I 
can make them. The variation may be 1/. or a 
few shillitigs. 

6950. i^w let me ask you as to that letter 
written to the Eev. Father Fitzgerald; you are 
mrder the impression you would not have men- 
tioned about Mr. Lee in if? — Perfectly certain 
I could not. 

695 1 . If the date was correct ? — I asked Father 
Fitzgerald, was it the first letter I wrote; he 
said it was. and therefore it must have been 
antecedent by a fnrtniglii or three weeks. 

6952. Might it have been tire second letter? 
— I cannot charge my memory with it. I may 
have stated something in reference to Mr, Lee, 
because of reports made to me of hi.s interference, 
but I caimof say rvliat the substance was ; and I 
daresay it was substantially accurate, but how 
it came I do not know. 

6953. Was not, in point of fact, Mr. Lee re- 
moved from his curacy, and .sent to another? — 
And sent to another. 

6954^. And I believe a less desirable one ?— I 
believe not. 

6955. Was not it iu consequence of some j>art 
he took or omitted to take in the election that he 
was removed ? — It was in consequence of the 
par-t he had taken. 

6956. In favour of Martin? — No, positively 
not ; it was rather for the tone in which he wrote 
to me and Dr. Dawson, delibei-atcly condemning 
us and the priests of the county of Longford. 

6957. For the part you were taking? — Yes. 

6958. In point of fact, he sided with Martin? 
— In point of fact, he sided with Martin. 

6959. He was removed from his curacy ? — He 
was removed from his curac}' for liia conduct. 

6960. Now when you telegraphed to Mr. Sul- 
livan to tell him that there would be addresses 
from every altar in the county, of course you 
believed that? — What I meant by that was, not 
any positive assertion of what would or would 
not be, hut what I believed would be the neces- 
sary consequence of the meeting here on Friday : 
that the announcement would be made unani- 
mously by the priests. 

6961. Had you any further reason than that to 
believe that addresses would be made ? — Oh, yes, 

I had asked the priests to announce and speak 
about it. 

6962. I believe you told us the minutes of the 
meeting were destroyed? — It was giving a rather 
dignified name to the papers. 

6963. Whatever they were they were burnt ? 
— Yes. 

6964. You told us the substance? — I told you 
the substance. 

6965. You say it was you drew that circular 
(handing a circular to Witness') ? — It was. 

6966. Do you see there you speak of the 
Fenian raiders? — Yes. 

6967. Whom did you mean by the Fenian 
raiders? — I meant Stephen Joseph Meaney, 
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Mr. Donovan, and the whole party tafciiur a 
Fenian cumple.'cion. 

6968. Wliy did they take a Fenian complexion 
when yon \yrote that’?— Because, to the he.st of 
ray firm belief, all parties in and about the cuun ' 
having Fenian tendencies at once andimnieiliat- ' v 
joined them. 

6969. Did they? — They did. 

6970. Did you ever say they did not? — i saM 
on one occasion here that for a time thev were 
receiving the countenance nf Fenian leader.-, but 
tiiat even they, in their extreme views, were too 
honest to support such u party, and had with- 
drawn themselves; and by that I meant the 
resjiectahle or representative meu of the Fenian 
party. 

6971. Did not you say this at the nomination : 
“For a time they relied on Fenian aid, hut even 
Feniauism had too much honesty and too much 
principle to be drugged at the tail of so dirti’ a 
lot” ? — I did say that, decidedly; and I meant by 
that persons I do imt wish to refer to. 

6972. And you said that they did not get much 
better off with the Orangemen : “ Thev relied on 
Orange votes, and they hawked the purse through 
the Longford streets, but even these allies failed 
them; they got ashamed of so scurry a lot, and 
they also withdrew”: did not you siv that, or to 
that effect? — Yes. 

M.V. McLaughlan.} Is it the ••Nation” 
you are reading from ? 

Mr. Butt."] It is the “ Natiou.” 

6973. You substantially said that ? — Certainly. 

6974. Did I heai’ you s.ay that the petition for 
amnesty assumed a Fenian complexion? — What 
I intended to convev, and meant, was that the 
organisation in districts through the country was 
availed of afterwards for Fenian purposes. 

6975. The amnesty meetings? — No, tlie am- 
nesty organisations in the different disti-ict.-. For 
instance, I will express what I mean about Long- 
ford. While ostensibly for the purpose of an 
amnesty org.auisation in Longford, it was availed 
of to my own positive knowledge for tlie spread 
of Feniauism in Longford. 

6976. What I was asking you was this; that 
telegram from the bishop, tliat desired no priest 

to sign the amnesty petition, you w.as ? — 1 

think 1 will explain that to you. The bishoji 
liad given his sanction and api)rol3atioii to the 
amnesty meeting in Longford ; but it was in 
reference to thing.? that occurred subsequently, 
and I believe principally with regard to the 
Limerick business, that he declai-ed that for the 
future his priests should not interfere in the am- 
nesty movement. 

6977. Take the telegram in your hand(/mn(/jH^ 
the same to the IFitnes^, and you will see what I 
mean. Do you see there that the bishop desires 
the priests not to sign the amnesty petition ? — 
Yes, I understand it now. 

6978. Does not that refer to the declaration of 
the Catholic clergy ? — It does ; he puts it dis- 
tinctly ; the new amnesty petition. 

6979. That is the declaration of the Catholic 
clergy ? — That is the declaration of the Catholic 
clergy. 

6980. That was framed by Dean O’Brien ? — 
By Dean O’Brien. 

6981. It was signed by over 1,300 Catholic 
clergymen? — I believe so. 

6982. You applied to that the cliaracter of 

T 2 Fenian? — 
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Feuiati? — I mistook it; I did Dot intend to do 
tliat by any means. 

(1983. And I also think you v’fuild not any that 
fbv a ])ardon for the political prisoners 
wfl.s any sign of Fenianism ? — On the contrary, I 
i.peiied the meeting in Longford myself. 

G984. Or, that thinking Fenians were honest 
men, but misled men, was Fenianism ? — I do not 
say that such a thing would be. 

‘6985. Would you consider carrying a green 
ribbon or sashes a sign of Fenianism? — I do not 
consider any one of these is a sign of Fenianism, 
taken per se. 

6986. You said yourself yon attended an am- 
nesty meeting in Longford? — Yes. 

C987. Was not there 10,000 or 12,000 people 
here? — Certainly. 

6988. Used tliey to wear green ribbons and 
sashes, and carry banners with green emblems ? — 
There were some green banners on the platform 
at which I spoke ; and of course in going to the 
meeting I did not identify myself in any way 
with extrinsic circumstances at all. I considered 
it to be the cause of mercy. 

6989. Lid not you say this: “It was said 
these prisoners were guilty of a breach of the 
law, but of that he had not to speak. After 300 
years the Government wished to change their 
course, and they ought not to keep in prison the 
men who might have rashly, but with upright 
intentions, tried to remedy the grievances of the 
country. Those men, with a warm love of couutiy, 
had fallen into certain courses ; they rose and 
thej' were crushed, and it became the Govern- 
ment now to show they wish to govern the 
country, not in a spirit of vengeance, hut of 
justice.” Did not you say that ? — I did. 

6990. And I presume you would not now say 
that all those sentiments might not be entertained 
by a person very far from a Fenian? — De- 
cidedly. 

6991. Then was it purely in reference to Mr. 
Meaney and Mr. Donovan that you spoke of the 
Fenian raiders in this circular, in which you call 
the meeting of the 10th, and which was written 
by ycni,aiid in which you spoke of Fenian raiders? 
— I said it had reference to Meaney and Donovan, 
and some others who appeared at Edgwortbs- 
town, but I do not wish to name them, or un- 
necessarily to drag men’s names forward. 

6992. Are you sure that at the rime you 
wrote that circular Sir. Meaney had come dowm ? 
— 1 am certain. 

6993. I suppose you knew that Mr. Martin, 
the proposed candidate, was not a Fenian ?-— De- 
cidedly. I did not charge him with Fenianism. 

6994. Did not you know at the time he was 
proposed for this county, there was used against 
him a speech he had made in America against 
resorting to physical force ? — I did not. 

6995. ^idyou know be had made that speech? 
— I cannot charge my memory with it. 

6996. You did not know he had gone to a 
meeting in America, and had been unfavourably 
received, because he advised the people not to 
resort to physical force? — I was not aware of 
that before. 

6997. Or that it was used against him here ? — 
No, 1 know nothing at all about it. 

6998. You have spoken repeatedly about 
people coming here from other counties. I pre- 
sume you alluded to Mr. Sullivan, amongst 
others? — Amongst others. 

6999. Did not yon know that Mr. Sullivan was 



a very intimate friend of Mr. John Martin? — I 
did not. 

7000. Did not you know he undertook to re- 
present him, in hi.s absence in America, in this 
county ? — I am aware that he oifered to repre- 
sent jVIv, John hlartin. 

7001. And as liis friend ? — Yes. 

7002. And perhaps a friend who had the best 
right to do it in his absence in America ? - That 
I cannot say. 

7003. "Would you think it wrong if a gentle- 
man absent in America was proposed for this 
county, for a friend of his to come into the 
county to rej>resent him 1 — I consider that a per- 
son putting forward Martin in a position that I 
firmly believe he would never have taken him- 
self, should have had some authority for putting 
him in that position, and when once he attempted 
to plead an authority, he should have published 
tlie whole letter, and not a garbled passage of 
it. 

7004. Was Mr. Sullivan a stranger altogether 
to the Lougford contest ? — Mr. Denison Sullivan, 
to my knowledge, was. 

7005. Was Alexander Sullivan? — He was not 
very intimately connected with Longford con- 
tests. 

7006. Had he ever taken part in a Longford 
contest? — Not to my knowlecige. 

7007. Ever interfered to get a candidate ?_ — 
He gave me, or some person for him. Major 
O’Reilly’s address. 

7008. Did not you ask him to interfere J — Not 
that I am aware of. 

7009. Didyon_goup to Dublin on a former 
occasion about a Longford contest? — Cevtaiuly: 
I called upon him afterwards about the part he 
had taken in it. 

7010. Did not you ask him to get a candidate ? 
— Certainly not. ’ On my solemn oath I never 
consulted the man on any such subject. 

7011. At all events, you went to him in refer- 
ence to a contest? 

Jlr. Justice J'i/xperulcl.j We have had 
quite enough of this. 

IFj^nejs.] I negative all possible connection with 
him in reference to Longford contests, further 
than to find through him Major O'Reilly’s address 
to put him forward. 

7012. There are some entries in this book 

which I have no doubt you can explain ; for 
instance, I find here under the 9th of December, 
“ Payable to self for election purposes, 200 ? 

— You will find what I did in making the entries, 
was this : I lodged all in the bank, I account for 
all as drawn by cheques, and then you will find 
farther on in the book a detailed account of all 
the cheques made payable to myself. 

7013. Oh, I did not see that farther account? 
— I merely wanted to account for sum in the 
clreques as to whom drawn, and then for the dis- 
bursements of the cheques afterwards. 

7014. I pei’ceive the answer that the witness of 
the name of Uahill gave in reference to the Rev. 
Mr. O’Fan'ell was this, “ Before I commenced 
making my confession, he said he would not hear 
my confession except I would renounce all con- 
nection with the Martinite committee, as I was 
an influential member of that committee ; and I 
asked him to hear- my confession, and he said he 
would not.” Now, supposing that the Rev. Mr. 
O’Farrell, examined as a witness, could answer 
that in the negative, and say such a thing did 
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not take place, is anything to prevent it ? — I <lo 
not think it would be lawful to give a reason why. 
What I mean is this : I do not think lie can answer 
the question, whether he refused or did not refuse, 
because by implication it brings in at once the 
reason why he was refused. 

7015. Your answer evidently must go too far ; 
because, supposing any such thing took place, 
he could say, “ I never did refase’’? — Then he 
o-oes upon wliat I made the first part of the dis- 
tinction, that he acknowledges the physical fact 
whether he was or was not. 

7016. But supposing the question is put to 
him, “ Did you refuse to hear the confession of 
Patrick Cahill because he was a member of the 
Martinitc committee ? ” and he can answer that, 
and says, “ I did not”; what does that disclose ? 
— He discloses that if in reference to a subse- 
quent witness he could not give the same answer 
it would reveal what occurred. He can say in 
general terras whether he has ever, or would, or 
could, or dare refuse on such grounds ; but with 



regard to individuals I think it is unsafe, and we 
are forbidden to give tlic particulars for this 
reason. 

7017. But surely if his answer would be in 
the negative, that he did not refuse, that discloses 
nothing ? — He can say in general terras he did not 
refuse anybody’. 

7018. i’’on say he would be at liberty to auswer 
the (piestion, and to tell us he could not refuse 
upon the ground of a person being a member of 
the Martinite committee? — He could say that, 
inasmuch as members of the Martin committee 
have been at sacraments since, and I have publicly 
administered the sacrament in the church to 
members of the Martin committee myself. That 
is a pliysical fact, that can be testified to, that 
they have presented themselves at the r;ula and 
have received the sacrament, which is a proof 
that they have been at confession and been 
absolved. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Eev. Francis O’Farrell, sworn ; 

7019. You recollect, I have no doubt, at the 
close of the cross-examination I called your 
attention to the fact that you had not been cross- 
examined about being an intimidator in any way, 
and you said you had not been an intimidator ? — 

I repeat the same now. 

7020. Do you know Cahill that was examined 
here?— Pretty well. 

7021. Are you the administrator in this parish ? 
— I have the charge of souls in this parish ; senior 
curate. 

7022. He resided in Longford? — He did. 

7023. At one time with his mother? — He 
did. 

7024. Do you know he ceased to reside with 
his mother, who was a widow woman, before he 
went to Dublin?— He did for a short time. 

7025. And he has left this neighbourhood for 
Dublin ? — Yes. 

7026. Did you hear liis evidence in court?— 

I did. , ^ 

7027. Did you hear his statement as to what 
occurred between you and himself, at his present- 
ing himself at confession ? — I did. 

7028. Were you at that time acquainted with 

the general character of that young man ? 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice said such a question 

was objectionable ; but he might be asked 
to state if he knew what the general character 
of the young man was. 

7029. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.'] Can you 
answer me this question consistently with yonr 
duty and belief as a priest ; did you ever refuse 
to hear the confession of any man because he was 
a Martinite ? — I solemnly swear accordins to tlie 
lights that T have in my learning, that 1 am in 
harmony with the usage and the custom of the 
Catholic Church with regard to all penitents; 
that is, I do what priests of intelligence and piety, 
and even great piety, do with them, I try to do 
the same ; and my conduct is not different with 
any individual, as' far as my understanding and 
my lights in the matter guide me. 

7030. Are you at liberty, do you think, to 
answer this question as a general question ; I am 
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Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

not applying it to the case of Mr. Cahill or any- 
body, A, B, C, or D ; have you ever refused to J 
hear the confession of any man upon the ground 
that he was a Martinite ? — I swear that men who 
acknowledge themselves as Martinites have come 
to mv tribunal where I sit, and that I iiuder- 
stand they received holy communion afterwards. 

I am sure they have; advanced Martinites and 
leaders. 

'ilr, Justice Fitzgerald.'] That is not au 
answer to the question. 

7031-2. Mr. Serjeant Ifyou believe 
you cannot, consistently with your theological 
views and discipline of the chui-ch, answer the 
question, say so ; supposing that Cahill never 
had been examined, dismiss, disch.arge him from 
your mind altogetlier, and answer this question : 
Did you ever refuse to iiear any man’s confession 
on the ground of his being a member of the 
Martinite committee, and unless he ceased to be 
a member of that committee ? — Had not this case 
taken place, I could auswer that question; but 
I liaving tlie care of souls here have eveu a great 
love for Mr. Cahill, and as a spiritual father I 
would rather shelter him. 1 would not like any- 
thing to be said of him fhrougli me, ami if I 
slitnud answer tliat, it would give, I fear, parties 
to understand that, if I acknowledge that what 
he himself swears liappened, I refused him for 
some other purpose, because of some other sin 
of his life, and I am not warranted in going that 
far. 

7033. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] Forget that 
such a person as Cahill is before you ? — I cannot 
forget him, my Lord. 

7034. iVIr. Serjeant .tirmsfro/jp.] Take it in the 
most general terms ; did you ever refuse to liear 
any man’s confession, unless lie would retire from 
the Jlartinite committee ; I really do not think 
the most acute can discover an objection to that ? 
— I will answei' that. I have never refused to 
hear any man’s confession, or woman’s, who was 
rightly disposed, duly disposed. 

7035. I do not see any difficulty in that ; I do 
not see it reveals anything? — I have not hesila- 
tion in saying that I have never refused to hear 
any man’s confession as a Martinite. I swear 
that. 

T 3 7036. Mr. 
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llev, 7036. Mr. .rii3ticei^:Vr_9'i?)'ctW.] That is because 

r. O'Fnnell. he was a Martinite ?— Pi-eciselv fur tliat. 

— 7037. And, further, because lie was a member 

1 April cif the Martinite committee ?— I wish to include 
1870. t|,g committee in my .answer, every uiemuer of 
tiie family. 

7038. Mr. Serjeant A' mstrouff.'] Did you know 
that yuiuig man to wliom I I'efer ! 

Mr. Ihitt objected to the ([iiestion. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong said lie would not 
press it. 

7U39. My learned friends did not, when they 
had you as a witues-s, ask you about any orders 
during the election ; were you aware of the 
employment of non-electors, for the pur|)Oses of 
protection and defence ? — I was. 

7040. Did you, in some instances, give orders 
and directions for the refreshment of those non- 
elecfoi-s? — I never gave an order till the day of 
the polling, after the non-electors and their friends 
had retired from the poll. 

7041. From first to last did you ever give any 
bribe to any mau ' — Never, I positively swear. 

7042. You never saw the least necessity for 
it? — I never did. 

7043. Did you ever promise auy advantage or 
money to any man for his vote ? — Never. 

7044. Did you ever endeavour to intimidate 
anj' man, or deter him from exercising his free 
franchise ? — ever. On the contrary, the parties 
to whom I spoke concerning the election — it was 
a jieifcct ovation to me in every house and every 
family — were anxious, and not only anxious, to 
vote, hut most willing and linpjvy, to have it in 
their power to vote without any e.vpenses. 

7045. Did you ever give, or order, any refresh- 
ment to auy man to influence his vote,' or to in- 
fluence the vote of anybody else?'— I never did. 

704G._^ Had you any corni])t design, or indirect 
object, in directing yefrcshiiients to he given to 
those nun-electors? — 1 hod not, 

7047. Did you believe it was a necessity to 
have tliera, and to refresh them .and feed them to 
the extent to wliicli you did it?— From mv ob- 
servation of the town, and of what had taken 
plac^e, I believe it u'as absolutely necessary to 
have some protection, otherwise I do not think 
the voters would have been able to come to the 

polling. 

7048. Were you guilty, as far as you know 
and uuclerstaud the term, of any conmpt, dis- 
honourable practices whatever in connection’ with 
the election? — 1 was not. 



Crobs-examiiied by Mr. Exham. 

_ (049. Then, as I understand. It wus with a 
view to the election of Greville you thought it 
necessary to expend the money you did; to se- 
cure, m :fact, that he should be. the successful 
candidate ?— W hatever moneys 1 expended, I did 
so on the non-electors in attendance on the voters 
who were in tavuur of Greville. 

^5,'' •>'.«, of having Orevillo 
to have him rejected. 

7051. And that applies to the entire of what 
you gave away ? — It does. 

7052 Was if with a view to have him elected ? 

J>o; 1 said the moneys expended by me were 
given to the non-electors, who were in attendance 
^ the voters uho were to secure the election of 



7053. And with a view, in that way, to getting 
Greville elected member for the county ? — -I knew 
that would follow. 

7034. Ami you wished that consccjueiice to 
follow -what you did ? — 1 did nothing to influence 
it. 

70.53. But did not you wish him to be elected? 
— I wished him to be elected persomillv. 

70.j(>. Do you consider it jiart of your duty, as 
a priest, to require a person, uiuicr certain eircuin- 
staiiccs, to ivitlidraw from a committee or a body 
wdiieb was attacking your cluirch, before you 
would hear liis confession? — Attacking tlie 
cluircli ! Do you mean the uiaterial edifice ? 

7057. No, not at all, but attacking the priests, 
and tilings of that kind f — If [ imdcr-staiid what 
you mean, is it this: Suppose I met a party 
whom j'ou may call a Martinite, and lie was op- 
posed to me personally or to the clergy personally, 
and used even violence to the clergy, would I 
then object t<> hearing that man, aud giving him 
absolution ? 

7058. Yes — I would not. jirovklecl herepented 
of what he had done. 

7059. But would not you require, as a proof 
of his repenliuice, that he gave up doiuo- those 
acts ? — Striking a mau ? 

7060. No ; withdrawing from a coinniittee, or 
from manifestations or from raids against the 
cluireli ; would not yon consider it yonr duty to 
require him to exhibit his ]ienitenco by with- 
drawing? — if hi; was simply a Martinite, that is, 
a follower of ]\Iartin, or a staunch advocate for 
him, I would not. 

7061. But suppose he had joined in an attack 
on tlie jiriests, that is, .sliowiiig a placard against 
them, and joined himself witli persons whom y'ou 
looked Ilium, or the clergy looked upon, as making 
an attack against them and their cliurch, would 
you require him to exiiibit penitence, and with- 
draw from that body, before you would feel 
yoursclfat liberty to hear Iiiscoufession ? — Either 
I should consider liis action siid'ul, and coutimi- 
ally sinful, or 1 should not. If I did not, of 
course I would not ask him to relent. 

7062- If you did consider it siuful ? — I shoidd 
require him not to do the sin any more. 

7063. Might not yon then require him to with- 
draw’, as a matter of duty, from the committee or 
body xvhich was making an attack or raid against 
your church? — Y’ou will have to make it more 
definite, if you please. "What kind of attack or 
raid ? 

7064. Did you hear at tlie time any names 
called out; “ Down with the priest-hunters,” aud 
so on ? — I heard it was s.aid, but I did not hear it 
myself. 

7065. Did you believe that the Martinite com- 
mittee were setting on the people to attack the 
priests ?— I believe the Mai’tinite committee and 
the Martinites generally had very little respect 
for the priests. 

7066. Did you believe they were making an 
attack on the priests, and trying to put down the 
priests ? — '\Yell, I do not wish to swear that that 
was their object. 

7067. But I am asking you whether youthought 
that, in your own mind, iVom their acts ? — If the 
priests would stand from under they would let 
them be, and love them very much ; but if the 
priests, in doing their duty, opposed them, they 
would attack them. 

7068. And you consider the priests were doing 
their duty ? — I do. 

7069. And 
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7069. And you consider tbe llartinite com- 
mittee were opposing the priests in doing what, 
you believe, was their duty ? — I believe the Mar- 
tinite committee were carrying out .sentiments 
and plans of their own which were in oppc>sitiou 
to those of the priests. 

7070. Did you consider that, improper conduct, 
and sinful conduct, on the part of the committee? 
I mierht not consider thal. sinful nor improper. 

707 L But did you at the time? — I know that 
I liked to make converts to my own cause of 
either of them. 

7072. But did you consider tliat wsis .sinful 
conduct on the part of the Martin committee and 
Aose that were joining them ? — I should under- 
stand their conscience on that matter before I 
could answer tliat. 

7073. But I want to know what is your 
opinion? — 1 cannot make an opinion. 

7074. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] According to 
the ecclesiastical rule, would the fact of a man 
being a member, or continuing to be a member 
of w^at you call the Martin committee, be any 
vrouiid for your excluding him from confession? 
—It would not. I believe I would be punished 
by my ecclesiastical superiors for refusing such a 



1.^)1 

man because he liappened to belong to the Martin Hev. 

F. O'Faneit. 

7<»75. I presume I may follow that questiaii 

by another; you do not exclude persons from i April 
confession unless from some good eccleaiastic;il 1870, 
reason? — "We do not, my Lord. Person.sare ex- 
cluded who belong to secret societies; aud with- 
out pei'inission from our ccrlesiastical superiors 
we cannot give them sacraments. 

7076. Thus, for instance, if Feniauism is a 
secret society, you would be justified there ?— We 
would. 

7077. And you would require the person to 
cease to be a Fenian before admitting him to the 
sacraments? — Yes, that is correct; any society 
that conspires against Church or State, or endea 
vours to subveiT the Government lawfully esta-- 
blished, is underthe ban, and a simple priest would 
liave no powers in such a case without peimission. 

707S. And if a priest excludes from confession 
for any other than a sufficient ecclesiastical cause, 
he is liable himself to censure and punislunent ? 

— Undoubtedly lie i.s li.able. I believe he com- 
mits a sin in doing so. 

[The Witness witlidrew. 



The Rev. Patrick Fitzgerald, sworn; Examined by Mr. .Mc.Lautjhlan. 



7079. You are a pariah priest ? — No. 

7080. You are curate only ? — Yes. 

7081. Where are you situated? — In Columklll. 

7082. In this county ? — Yes. 

708.3. What is the. name of the chapel where 
you officiate? — It is called the chapel of Dun- 
beggan. 

7084. That is near B.arou Hughes’ place, is it 
not? — Three quarters of a mile from it. 

7085. You remember officiating there on the 
Sunday that has been referred to by two of the 
witnesses ? — Yes ; I am officiating every Sunday. 

7086. "Were you present in court when a per- 
sou of the name of Crosby, a land agent, gave 
his evidence ? — Yes. 

7087. Do you know a man of the name of 
Rrierdy? — Yes. 

7088’. When did you first know him ?— I knew 
him about, I should think, the middle of Decem- 
ber. 

7089. Last December? — Yes : between the 
loth and the 12th or the 15th of December. 

7090. Had you known him prior to that ? 
— No ; I heal’d a man of that name was living in 
the parish, but I did not know him personally. 

7091. Do you recollect a policeman reporting 
something to you about a placard on tlie chapel 
wall ? — I was in the sacristy preparing to go out 
to say mass, and a person c.rme in to say that a 
serjennt of police had desired them to say to _me 
that a man of the name of Brierdy was putting 
up something on the pier of the gate. 

7092. Do you remember on any occasion any- 
thing about a placard, Pray for the souls of 
Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien. God save Ireland!”? 
— Yes ; I saw such a placard on the porch of the 
chapel. 

7083. Inside the front door? — Yes ; there is a 
pillar between the sides ; there ai-e two side doors 
leading in through this porch, and they are 
opposite you when you enter the front door. 

7094. Is it usual to have such announcements 
posted thei-e?— Never; it is not the practice; such 
are handed up to the priest on the altar, and a 

178. 



discretion left to him whether he will read them 

from the altiir or not. _ P. Fitzgerald. 

7095. When you saw it, did you ajipvave of 

it? — No; I believe firmly tliat it was put up 
there for the purpose 

Mr. Butt.] Do not say that. 

Mr. McLuughlan.] Briei-dy has sworn tliat 
lie put it up, and I now ask the witness 
whether he approved of its being put up. 

nVtHMs.] Certainly not. 

7096-7. Did you make any inquiries as to the 
author of it ? — Yes, I did. 

7098. Did you discover the author of it? — 1 
I believe I did. 

7099. How long was it before the day on whicli 
this other placard was put uj>? — It might havo 
been about three weeks, I think. 

7100. Had you, previous to this, any reason to 
believe or suspect the existence of Feniauism in 
your parish? — I had every reason to believe it 
ever ’after the amnesty meeting in Longford, which 
was held on the 12th of September; L had every 
reason to know and believe that Feniauism was 
creeping in very much among the young men of 
the parish. I found that attempts were mado_ to 
entrap a great many young men into Fenian 
societies. 

7101. Did you after that publicly speak i>t 
Feniauism from the altar ?— I had spoken of Fe- 
uianisni even before the amnesty meeting. 

7102. Gau you give the date when you first 
spoke of it?— I spoke of it, I should think, about 
tbe end of July or very early in August, 

7103. What did you say about it on that occa- 
sion ? — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

7104. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] Fou spoke 
against Feniauism in Duubeggan from the altar 
before ? — Yes. 

7105. Mr. McLaughlan.] Did you denounce 

T 4 
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Rev. it mov 3 than once ?— I think, to the best of my 
r.Fiistrctald. recollfction, I denounced FeniiUiisia three times 
— before I saw tlio Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien 
1 Api'il placard. 

1070 . "lOd. Having seen it, did you take any steps 
to remonstrate with the people as to F enianisni ? 
— Yes, I did. 

7107. What did you do ? — At first, as soon as 
I saw the placard, 1 pulled it down; it was put 
very high up, and I had to reach np, and get the 
handle of a sweeping brush, and brush it otf, and 
even to stand on a form to do it 5 it was put up 
so very high, and you could see that it had been 
put out of the reach of any person tearing it 
down. 

710S. What placard is that? — The Allen, 
Larkin, and O’Brien placard. 

7109. Between the time of your having seeu 
the Alien, Larkin, and O’Brien placard, and this 
other placard, did you publicly speak against 
Fenianism ? — Yes, I did. 

7110. In the montli of December? — Yes. 

7111. What did yon say about it? — I con- 
dr-iuned it, and warned the young men not to 
have the misfortune to join such a dangerous 
society, a society which would lead them to be 
excluded from tlie Sacraments of the Church ; 
and also a society which \vould lead them to de- 
struction and desolation, and plunge the country 
into rebellion or insurrection, or something to 
that effect. 

7112. On the day when the policeman brought 
you the news, what did he say ? — The policemau 
sent me a message ; he did not bring it. 

7113. When you heard about the second 
placard being put up, the Martin placard, what 
did you do ; m the interval between tbe putting 
up liie Allen, Larkin, and O’Brieu placard and 
the other, had you any personal interview witli 
Brierdy ? — I never saw Brierdy until tlie day 
the M.artin placard was put up ; I heard of him 
frequently, and I was told — — 

7114. Mr. Butt.'] Do not mind that. 

7115. Mr. McLaiighlan.] What did you do in 

the chapel after you heard of this Martin placard? 
— Having reason to believe tliat Brierdy 

7116. Mr. Butt^ Say what you did ? — I went 
out; I was just preparing to put ou the first of 
the vestments ; it was aimut two minutes before 
12 o’clock, which was tire hour for mass ; I was 
kneeling upon my knees preparing, and I got up 
as soon as the person whispered tiiis message to 
me ; I went out, aud I came as far as the pier of 
the gate ; the most of the people were already in 
the chimel, the hour being up for the commence- 
ment of mass, and f saw on the pier of the gate a 
yellow placard, and I at once took hold of it and 
tore it in the centre. 

7117. Did you then return to the chapel? — 
Immediately. 

7118. When you went into the chapel, did 
you say anything? — I walked from the gate in 
on the front door, and I asked two or three in- 
side, “ Could you point out to me a person named 
Brierdy, for I do not know him ” ; I had not been 
long enough in the parish to know him. 

7119. What happened then when you asked 
some one to point out Brierdy ; was te pointed 
out? — There was no answer made for a good 
while, and I looked about me, and I heard, I 
think, a man of the name of Gonniey, or some 
person said, “ Brierdy is gone round by tbe side of 
the chapel,” pointing out on one of the windows. 

7120. Did you say or do anything immediately 



after that?' — No, I went into the sacristy, aud 
put ou tlie vestments. 

7121. Did you subsequently refer to it in 
chapel? — When I came up, when I came out ou 
the altar before I commenced mass, I went up on 
tlie platfoiTO of the altar, and I was very sensibly 
affected, having suspected Brierdy for being the 
person who put up the Allen, Larkin, and 
O’Brien placard. I thought that he was con- 
cerned in the other placard, and the parish bein<i 
a parish where there are a great many young 
and innocent young men, 1 was moat anxious to 
preserve thorn from Fenianism ; I was very sen- 
sibly affected, and 1 addressed the congregation, 
and said to them, “ 1 ani sorry to find that there 
ai’C persons disseminatiug or spreading Fenianism 
amongst you and 1 .appealed to them in the most 
earnest terms to have notliing at all to do with 
such a society ; of course I took no notes, and 
made no preparation; in fact, I did not mean to 
speak that day at all, for I was the Sunday be- 
fore unable to say mass, aud was attended by a 
doctor, aud I intended that day not to speak upon 
any subject. I appealed to tliein in the most 
earnest terms I could to take care, and not be led 
away by Fenianism ; “ If you continue to follow 
that society, it will draw down ujion you the 
anger of God here, and very likely the punish- 
mentof hell hereafter,” or something to that effect; 
I cannot give you tlie exact words. 

7122. In what you said, did you intend iu any 
way to coerce or intimidate Brierdy? — That day 
I had no more notion of the election, or who 
would be the choice of the prie.sts, because I had 
never attended an electiou meeting ; on the 
contrary, in fact, I never got a letter, or a com- 
munication on the subject, nor I bad no more 
notion who would tlien be the candidate of the 
priests more than a person unborn ; what I said 
was entirely iu reference to Fenianism, and 
having in my mind the fact that Brierdy was 
suspected of circulating Fenianism in the 
parisli. 

7123. Did you say this, “ This day will not go 
for nothing; this day cannot go, the tears are 
shed, may they fall on you, and not be dried save 
by the burniug flames of hell”? — On my oath I 
never s.aid such words, nor do I believe any 
clergyman on the earth, except he was in such a 
state that his acts could not be Inim.anised, could 
say such a thing. 

7124. Did you say, “You savages, I would 
take little, and leave you without mass on this 
occasion”? — Certainly not; I said, “I am a 
stranger here, I do not know j'ou, and I would 
be very sorry to find that Fenianism would find 
any footing in this parish ; aud, in fact,” said I, 
“ if I knew the pari^ to be willing to Fenianism, 
I would rather be out of it.” On account of tbe 
persons not pointing out Brierdy, I said, “ I 
thought if the parish was poisoned by Fenianism 
to sucli au extent as appeared from persona not 
giving any information, it would not be a parish 
that would deserve to have any mass said.” 

7125. That was your opinion fi-om their not 
pointing out Brierdy ? — I waited six or seven 
minutes, and walked round and looked at different 
parts of the congregation, and no party would 
point him out : I asked several. 

7126. Did you say that John Martin was a 
priest-hunter, and that be would beat the priests, 
and overturn the Catholic institutions? — Cei’- 
tainly not; I solemnly swear that I never men- 
tioned Martin’s name that day; I mentioned 

Martin’s 
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Martin’s name on subsequent Sundays; I 'will 
tell you what I said. 

7127. Is this true : “ After that he prayed that 
God might inspire our mlers to enact fresh laws, 
to strengthen tlie Habeas Corpus ; that it might 
)je suspended; and that you might be taken and 
put into gaol without trial until you rot, and rot 
you may, and till the maggots and worms eat 
you, and after that that you may go to hell,” did 
you say that? — No; I will tell you substantially 
what i said ; if things go on as tliey are likely to 
CTO on in the countiy, if Feniauisin gets the foot- 
mg it is expecting to get in the country, I prayed 
our rulers may enact some law to put a stop to it, 
because no honest man, in a short time, if things 
go on as they are, can walk the streets, and I 
prayed that tlicy would pass some law to rid the 
country of this terrible pest, and prevent a revo- 
lution in the country, or something to that effect. 

7128. Is this true: “He prayed that their 
tongues might be paralysed ” ? — 1 never said a 
word about it. 

7129. “ So that they could not pray for them- 
selves ”? — I never said that. 

7130. “ He prayed that their tongues might 
be paralysed, that they could not pray for 
themselves ; and thc-lr arms be paralysed 
that they could not feed themselves, and 
that their feet might be paralysed that they 
could not walk; and that, after that, they might 
go to hell ” ? — I swear solemnly that I ne^•e^ said 
that; I do not believe any Christian ininiater 
would say that ; here is what I said, I will ex- 
plain it. Speaking of Fenians, I said that 
Feuianism and Oraugeism were united, and that 
unholy combination was entered into, first, that 
the Conservative gentlemen of the country, as far 
as I knew, were allying themselves -witli the 
Fenians, not through any love for them, but for 
mere party purposes, and to hinder and impede 
tlie present Liberal Government from passing 
useful measures for the country ; and, said I, the 

E robable result of this unholy combination will 
e, that it will upturn all social law and ecclesi- 
astical la-w, and subvert all our social and reli- 
gious laws, or something to that effect. 

7131. Now listen to this passage: “I heard 
him on the following Sunday at second mass, 
again say that Feniamsm, or tiie Fenian leaders 
had got a death-blow in the country ; that the 
priests of Longford met in a room at the College 
of St, Mels, and raised the Cross there, as did 
the Crusaders of old, and the people might now 
take the side of their priest, theii- Cross, and 
heaven, or Orangemen and hell ” ; did you say 
that ? — No, I win tell what I said ; this was the 
Sunday immediately following the Friday on 
which Murtagh withdrew the candidature of 
Martin in this court-house, at which I was pre- 
sent ; I went home, as everybody did, with the 
impression that all was over. I felt gi-eatly 
pleased that we were free from the troubles of a 
contest, and I said that Fenianism, I trust, in 
Longford on Friday last, has got its death-blow, 
and the priests and the people met, said I, and 
every priest has been praying fervently for the 
result that no contest would take place. The 
people went down with tie priests into the court- 
house of Longford, and there is the end, I trust, 
of Fenianism in this county, or something to that 
effect. 

7132. Did you put the Orangemen and hell in 
onposition to their priests, the Cross, and 
heaven ? — Never. 

7133. The question is this, “Did you hear him 
178. 



say anything about the Day of Judgment; he 
mentioned that the side they would take now 
would go far to show which side thoy will stand T 
on before their Judge” ; did you say that?— No; '187” 

I endeavoui-ed to point out to the people their ' 
moral obligation in voting, and from the views 
which I had of my own people about the attempt 
on the county ; I said I believed that tliere was 
an unholy and an unnatural combination to upset 
every law, social and religious, and witli that 
light before the people, I said the duty of voting, 
or the exercise of the franchise, entailed a moral 
obligation, or something to that effect, and the 
right use or the ill use of that, most likely, will 
be taken into account for you at the Day of 
Judgment, or something to that ciFcct ; I endea- 
voured to explain it. 

7134. Did you ever, in your clerical capacity 
or otherwise, in any way intimidate or attempt to 
destroy the free will of any elector ■with reference 
to the last election ? — I never spoke to an elector 
in the county at the last election with reference 
to his vote. 

7135. After mass was over, and service was 
over, and you left the chapel, did you see 
Brierdy ? — I dismissed Bvierdy entirely from my 
mind, and I went into the sacristy as usual after 
moss was finished, and remained the usual time 
there, and I had no notions of seeing Brierdy that 
day. I came out, and when I came out he was 
standing on the road ; the chapel gate opens out 
in the chapel road ; he was standing in tlie 
centre of the road with his bauds in his pockets 
in a most defiant position. I had no notion that 
that man was Brierdy, for his large moustache 
and beard is so unusual in that backward part of 
the country that I thought lie was some stranger 
who had come into chapel, that was listening, 
because, at this time, ihere were many strangers 
going about the country, and that there were 
strangers organising for Fenianism, and he had 
an appearance so unlike a man that would live in 
a remote countn' parish that he at once attracted 
my notice, and I went over and asked, “ Who are 
you”? and I had no notion, I swear solemnly, 
that that was Brierdy, no more than the man in 
the moon. “ I am James Brierdy,” said he. 

“ Oh,” I said, are you the boy I suspected 
putting up the Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien 
placard for dlsseininating Fenianism ; are you the 
person -who put up another manifesto to-day ” ? 

“ I am,” he said. I was very much excited, and 
I at once gave him a kind of blow in the neck. 

“ Go home,” and I pushed him on before me, and 
gave him one or two kicks; that was his road 
home, and when he went on a piece of the i-oad 
some young men gave him a drive and said, “Why 
do not you go away from the priest ; you appear 
to be provoking the priest” ; he gave him a push ; 
he took a step across the ditch. I followed the 

f rassy side of the road, and I took up something, 
could not swear what, and, for the purpose of 
expressing before the people my disapprobafaoa 
of the fellow, with no intention of hitting him, I 
took something and threw it. 1 cannot say what 
it was ; he said that it was a stone ; it might be 
a piece of clay or mud. 

7136. You were a good deal excited? — Indeed 
I was. 

7137. And you do not defend the violence you 
showed? — I acknowledge it, I cannot deny that 
I hit him in that manner. 

7138. You had not known him till you kicked 
hire ? — Till he told me his name. 

7139. Did you on that occasion,, or any other 
U day, 
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clay, at the chapel, say anything about the coii- 
P,FUzg(srald. veyancc of the voters? — Yes; on tlie Sunday 

before the polling, I was quite umvilling to speak 

] April of e'v erytliing conuected with the working part of ' 

1870. tlie election in the chapel, and I said to the 

peojilc, as many voters as ai-e at present in the 
cliapcl, I would like they would remain outside 
the chapel for a short time ; I wish to say some- 
thing to them ; they I’emainecl outside the chapel. 

I came out, and, “ "Well,” said I, “my object ia 
to see how many voters there are ; I ch> not know 
you, you are strangers to me; I would like to 
tnow how many voters we have ; and in order to 
see and know that,” said I, “I would like the 
voters to pass one side of the walk, going into 
the chapel door, and I ehould like the non-voters 
to allow them to pass across.” They endeavoured 
to jiass across ; it is a very largo congregation ; I 
could scarcely make any distinction for a long 
time ; at length they gathered in a kind of ring, 
and I s.aid, “ My object in assembling you here 
is, first, to know you, and, second, to ask you do 
3'Oti feel yourselves free to vote for any person 
you please, or has any coercion been exercised 
towards you, and to ascertain what j-onr views 
are”? They said, “ We are perfectly free.” “Am 
I coercing you ; have I asked you for your votes, 
or coerced you”? and they said, “ Certainly not.” 

I said, “ That is all, you go to the poll to-mor- 
row.” When 1 was just Ica-vnug them, some 
person in the crowd aslied, “But, sir, there are 
some old men, votera, in the lower end of tlie 
par-ish, and tliat is very far from Granard.” “I 
sujqjoae it is about eight or nine miles.” Some 
person in the crowd said about the old persona 
y/lio were unable to go to the poll in that long 
journey, “ What about them” ? I said, “Very 
probably cars will be sent for you. All those ar-- 
rangements were made when t was in Longford, 
and tlie cars will come for yon ; but, if they do 
not come,” I said jocosely, “you can lise your 
own cars.” I said, “ I have lieavd in Longford, 
but 1 cannot say whether it is true or not, that 
persons might use their own cars; and,” I said, 

“ but a voter cannot go on his own cai*, that is 
contrary to the law, but about who will pay you 
I make no promise in the world: I heard it in 
Longford certainly ; yon have it from me now as 
I heal'd it.” 

7140. This was an explanation of your own ; 
no part of the conversation you have been nar- 
rating, intending corruptly to induce these people 
to vote ?— On my oo.th I had no more intention to 
influence, and I believe, on my solemn oath, I 
never influenced a voter. 

7141. You did not intend to bribe anybody by 
pTOmising it? — hfo. 

7142. Axe you in the habit, when a parishioner 
called at your house, of giving him a ti'cat ?— I 
have that habit of treating every decent parish- 
ioner that calls on business, and I hope to con- 
tinue it. 

7143. Did you do that corruptly to- influence 
the vote of anybody ? — On my solemn oath, I 
never spoke about voting to the parishionera 
who came to me, nor did I want to influence 
them. 

7144. A-t the time you had the encounter •with 
Brierdy, did you know what candidate had been 
selected ?— I swear solemnly I did not know, for 
I never attended a meeting except the public 
meeting at this court-house. I cared very little 
about it ; my health was very had at the time. 

1 145. Did you get anything towards getting 



up a protective force? — Yes ; as soon as I found 
the attack that was about to be made upon us 
as soon as I found Ciii'aii and Westmeatli mobs 
were coining in, then I found it absolutely neces- 
sary to get noii-electovB to come with us, other- 
wise our lives would be in danger goino- Into the 
town of Granavd, and even with all we had our 
lives were in danger. A stone was thrown at 
myself iu Granard. I went to sjicak from Father 
M‘Gavev’s door, and from tlie Martin mob, being 
addressed by Sullivan, a stoue of tiiat size passed 
by me, and it struck a young man on the head 
that was standing on tlie doorstep, more than 100 
perches from where Sullivan was speakiufr. 

7140. IVas the freedom of the electors, or a 
part of the electors., invaded in any way by the 
Martin mob? — On the day of the polling, it was 
a risk to anybody’s life to go near the market- 
house or the polling-booth. 

7147. "VVliy ? — Because of the throwing of the 
stones by the Martiuite mob. 

7148. Were they people of the neighbourhood, 
or strangers? — I cannot say that they were 
people of the neighbourhood. I was seven years 
curate of Granard. I was there every market- 
day, and I knew every person round for 10 or 12 
miles. 1 solemnly swear tliat a dozen of the 
young men of the neighbourhood around I could 
not recognise in the crowd. 

7149. Do you infer from that that they were 
strangers ? — Yes. 

7150. Talking of Mr. Sullivan, on the day you 

were struck witli a stone ?— It sti-uck a 

young man, not me. 

7151. On the day the stone w.oa thrown was 
Mr. Meaney there also? — No, I think not. 

7152. Was it at your chapel tliatMr. Sullivan 
was up in the gallery of the school-house ? — No, 
it was James Fitzgerald. 

7153. Mr. James Fitzgerald is the gentleman 
referred to witli reference to Shelley’s business? 
— Yea. 

7 1 54. How much money did you lay out during 
the election ? — I think I laid out, in money, some- 
where about 100 1. or 115 L 

7155. In what way ? — In getting up the pro- 
tective mobs, if I could so call them, because ^ey 
were not mobs, they were the sons of very 
respectable farmers from the parish I live in, 
and a part of the neiglibouriiig parish. 

7156. Did you give any money for refresh- 
ment for them ? — I did. 

7157. With what instructions? — With the 
instructions that it should be given to non- 
electors. 

7158. Did j'ou begin that organisation for your 
protection until the raiders came in? — I never 
commenced it until after the first meeting I at- 
tended in Granai'd, when I saw the opposition. 

7159. What meeting was that? — The first 
meeting I attended in Granard. 

7160. Will you fix the date ? — I cannot fix; the 
date. 

7161. The middle of December, was it? — 
Somewhere about that. 

7162. Did any voters tell you that they were in- 

timidated or prevented from voting? — No; I did 
not hear any voter say he was threatened, but 
I heard this 

7163. Do not say what you heard; did any 
voter tell you ? — Votera told me on the day of 
the poll that they were afraid of going into 
Granard ; they were afraid their lives would be 
taken. 

7164. You 
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7164. You were in Granarcl the clay of tlie 
polling ? — Yc3. 

7165. Just give a descnption of how the mobs 
were getting on ? — Our people were in shortly after 
eight o’clock. On the road, in about ])alf-a-mile 
through the town, I met the clergyman of the 
town, the Reverend Mr. Sullivan ; he said, “ Oh, 
my friends, you will be all Idllecl if you go into the 
town ; the town is filled with Martinites the whole 
night, and it will be at the cost oi‘ your life to go 
in, and I would advise you wlien you go near the 
town to get your voters, and I will bring them in 
through the hotel garden and get them polled in 
the garden.” I said,”No,i \vill tryfirstto getin, 
and if I do not get in I will protest against the 
freedom of election,” or something to tliac effect ; 
we went on, and we cajue into the town until we 
came just to the turn of the road in w'hichtlie mar- 
ket-house is at the corner ; the road at which we 
came in goes in at right angles to main-slreet. 
The market-house is the corner house to the left 
as we were going in ; when we came within two 
perches of tlie market-house, I heard yells and 
shrieks of the most horrible kind I ever liearcl in 
my life, and then the stones were flying, and so 
much so, tliat I had to run into the house of a 
man named ICirnin, and the voters and non-voters 
had to run back ; then the police came in between 
us, and I had to ash oue of the resideiitmagistrates, 
and I think 1 saw him in court during the week ; 
I heard his name was Mr. Rutherford. Tire 
police stopped one man and kept them down; I 
6 aid,‘‘\Ye are voters here, and the polling is going 
on, and the time is precious, and you must allow 
my voters to come down with us lie at once came 
up, and said, "Yes, baton this condition, that they 
will give up their sticks ” ; tliey gave up their 
sticks, and the voters followed me down to the 

f ate of tlie market-house in which the polling- 
ooths were ; going into the gate of the market- 
house stones were flying, and even (juart bottles, 
and empty soda-water Hottles ; and as I was just 
going in at tiie gate, a stone happened to pass 
and struck one of the bam of the gate, and really 
from the crash it made, I am sure it would have 
taken my life if it had liit me. 

7166. \Yere you with the voters when they 
were going home that night ? — Yes, part of the 
way; after we had done polling, seeing the state 
of the town, and knowing the locality so well, I 
said to Father O’Reilly," is ow we will l>e attacked 
in going home, certainly, and I will ask for an 
escort; because there are high walls just as we 
come out of the town, from belnud wliieh I know 
stones will be thrown. I do not think it is safe to 
have the poor people home without an escort.” I 
went to the gentleman, and I think he was in 
court, and I a^ed for an escort, and he prepared 
an escort, aud I think I was yieakiug to himself 
and the county inspector of Westmeatli. I was 
speaking to both of them, and there was an escort 
in preparation, and the resident magistrate said, 

" You must come back with me to the liotei to sign 
a requisition for an escort” I said, "Very well”; 

I went back ; and when I went into the hotel 
some other gentleman came in and began to 
speak about escorts too, and amongst them was 
Mr. M . 

7167. He Is a magistrate ? — Yes ; he said, first, 
‘'Father Fitzgerald, I will ask to go with you 
and your escort,” because part of his way home 
was my way ; he diverted them ; I said, ‘-'I have 
no objection to that, on the contrary.” I do not 
know how it occurred afterwards; I was pressing 



to get the signing of the requisition signed, and Hev. 
finding that I could not get at the magistrate, he P-FUjgerald. 

treated me very badly ; I was pressing him very 

nnieh, I know ; I was a considerable time stand- > April 
mg; r said, “ Will you let me go?” and he said ’ 870 . 

“ 1 ou may go to hell, or go to the devil I swear 
that solemnly ; I said, “ f Jh, then, I must go witli- 
out an escort.” 

7168-9. Had j-ou to "o witliout an escort? — In 
the meantime, while I was speaking, an escort 
was prepared, and as soon as our people got an 
escort they started off. V’^heu I came out of the 
hotel after the interview with the magistrate, I 
found that my^ people were gone out of my sight 
up the road ; it is a short street, and there is a 
turning from which I could not see them. I felt 
greatly alarmed at finding myself alone, aud 
knowing the terrible attack made upon us. I did 
not know the moment 1117 brains would be struck 
out ; 1 walked up the centre of the street alone. 

I went on as fast as I could, and when I came to 
the turn where our party turned to the right I 
could not see them iu my view ; they were stoned, 
and they had to run. I wondered how they could 
have been so far from me ; I went .on, and came 
to Gallows Hill. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] You need not 
go into that detail. 

7170. Mr. McLaughlan:] Were you present 
when the encounter between the two parties took 
place ? — Xo ; I came up when it w.ns mostly 
over. I said to our people, " My friends, what 
made you go into that field ; come home.” They 
said, “We could not; we had to protect our 
lives.” 

_Mr. Butt] Surely, my Lord, all those de- 
tails are not evidence. 

Mr. JustidQ Fitzgerald.] It is evidence in 
this light, to show tliat tlie organisation of 
what has been called the Grevflle mob, was 
for the purpose of protectiou. 

7171. Mr. McLaiighlan.] Did you bribe any- 
body at the election ? — Certainly not. 

7172. Were you bribed yourself ? — Speaking 
of voters as such, I gave nothing to influence the 
election. Yesterday, the man, Eugene Reilly, 
came up and gave evidence; he was no voter; 
he personated his own father contrary to my 
directions ; I absolutely forbade him to do it, and 
80 did the Rev Mr. O’Reilly, which he will prove 
on oath ; he came up yesterday in iny presence, 
and the first question put to him was, “ Are you a 
voter”? His answer was, "I passed a vote.” Hewaa 
asked, “ Did you get anything for it ” ? “ Yes ”; 

“From whom”? “The Rev. Mr. Fitzgerald.” 

“Where”? “At his house.” “Did you ask it 
of him ” ? He said, “ No.” “ Did you tell him any- 
thing when you were seeing him ” ? “I did not.” 

“ What did you do with it ” ? “I treated so-and- 
so.” He is no voter, and he personated his own 
father ; he came to me pressing into the booths. 

His father is an old sickly man ; a few days be- 
fore the election he asked whether his father 
would go in ; “ No, indeed,” I said, “ it would 
endanger his life, and the excitement I evpect 
would be great.” He was coining into the booth, 
and I asked him, “ Wliere are you going ” ? He 
said, “ I see they are asking no questions, and I 
can vote for my father.” I solemnly swear I said, 

“ Go back, I will have no hand in such a trans- 
action; there is no need of it”; or were there any 
need ; I would not take them in. 

u 2 7173. You 
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Rtjv 7173. You were not treated by anybody nor 

P.Fitzg 'erald. clid^vou treat anybody -with a corrupt intention ? 

j April 7174. Did you give him any money with a 
corrupt object? — No, certainly not. 1 said per- 
haps tliere are a few non electors, and I wish to 
get a treat, and there were a few raeu at the meet- 
ing in Granard the other day. 

7175. Did you intimidate anyone? — No, cer- 
tainly not, with the view of intlueacing his vote. 

7176. Did you in any way hire mobs, directly 
or indirectly, with a view to influence any man’s 
vote ? — No ; only with the view of protecting my 
life and the Uvea of the voters. 

7177. Did you destroy the freedom of elec- 
tion ? — No. 

7178. Did you prevent any person voting as he 
wished to vote? — No. 

7179. Did you indulge or engage in any other 
fonn of corrupt practice at the election ? — I am 
not ciiargcd even with it, nor did I do it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Butt. 

7180. You say that, in speaking to the people 
about these old men that would be brought in, 
you knew the an'angement made in Longford to 
send out cars ? — I heard something to that effect, 
that care would be sent to remote districts for 
voters. 

7181. From whom had you heard that? — I 
tliink from the Rev. Mr. Reynolds. 

7182. At any meeting? — I heard it in the 
College of St. Mels. 1. was at a public meeting 
in the court-house before we came out to the 
meeting here. 

7183. "Was anything said about bringi^ in 
voters, or how they were to he brought? — Some 
of tlie clergy were asking how they would bring 
voters from the remote districts; one portion of 
the county is veiw remote, part comes to Long- 
ford and pai-t to 6ranard. 

7184. Was there any sort of arrangement come 
to that the cars should go out ? — 5 heard the 
question put, and Father Reynolds answered it 
in that way. 

7185. Who wasitput by? — Ten or 20 clergy- 
men. 

7186. Did many ask how tlie voters were to 
be brought? — I heard one ash the question, and 
he gave this answer. 

7187. You said you had heard it would be 
illegal for a voter to come iu on bis own horse 
and car ? — Yes; I heard the tiling jocosely in the 
college, and there was a great laugh when it was 
given out. 

7188. What would be illegal? — It would be 
illegal to be paid to come to me poll. 

7189. You heard it was illegal for a voter to 
be paid for coming iu on his own car ? — I knew 
it would be illegal for any voter to be paid any- 
thing for his vote. 

7190. Did you say, in your direct examina- 
tion, how you heal’d in Longford that it would 
be illegal for a voter to come in on his own ear 1 
— I heard it in the way I have said. 

7191. What was illegal? — The receiving any- 
thing in consideration by the voters. 

7192. What bad that to do with the car? — If 
they came on their own cars and got the money 
for the cava, it might he interpreted into bri- 
bery. 

^7193. Was not your reference to illegality 
with reference to coming in on their own cars, 



and being paid for it ? — I solemnly swear that 
when I said it I said it jocosely. 

7194. I did not ask that ; I ask you had it not 
a refci’ence, jocosely or not, to their coming in 
on their own cars and being paid for it? — I said, 
provided cars did not conio from Longford, I was 
making provision for getting voters in that other- 
wise would be lost to us. 

7195. Listen to the question ; when you spoke 
about illegality in connection with their coming 
in on their own horse and car, did not you mean 
to convey to them that they could not legally be 
paid for using their own horse and car ? — I gave 
every person to understand that they should 
expect nothing for their votes. 

7196. Do you believe that to be an answer 
to my question ? — I ask you to repeat the ques- 
tion. 

7197. I say when you spoke of illegality in 
connection with horses and cars, did not you 
mean to convey to them that they could not 
legally be paid for using their own cars ? — I did 
anything that could be got that would be inter- 
preted into receiving anything for their votes. 

7198. Did you mean to convey to them that 
they could be paid if tliey gave their car to bring 
in the old men? — I swear I had not the siiehtesc 
intfiution that they should get the money ; I said 
it jocosely. 

7199. F)ld your words convey to them in their 
natural meaning that they could be paid if they 
brought in others ? — I cannot tell what meaning 
they put upon them. 

7200. What meaning were they calculated to 
convey ?— They were calculated to impress the 
meaning you say. 

7201. bid auy of them come to you to be paid 
afterwawls ? — Certainly not. 

7202. Did no one come to ask you whether he 
could get a pound for his horse and car? — I have 
no recollcctiou of it. 

7203. Will you swear that no one did ? — I will 
swear it to the best of my recollection and belief. 

7204. Did you ever hear of their complaining? 
— I never hcai-d of their complaining. 

7205. You never heard from anyone that the 
voters complained of not being paid ? — No. 

7206. I would like to know exactly as to this 
Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien placard, that w^ 
put up some time before the election?— I saw it 
about the middle of November. I heai-d it was 

ut up about, the 1st of November, but I bad not 
een in the habit of going_ in in that door. I 
used to go round to the sacristy. 

7207. When did you hear of it?— I heard it 
shovtiy after I pulled it down, and I heard that 
a similar one had been putup on the second chapel. 

7208. You pulled it down as soon as you saw 

it ? Yes ; I pulled it down as soon as I saw it. 

7209. I believe you ai-e aware that all 
Catholic clergymen have not taken the same view 
of those placards that you have ? — I do not know. 

7210. Do not you know that there were cele- 
brations by several Roman Catholic clergymen 
in the south dioceses of Ireland?— I know some 
of them were condemned. 

7211. Do not you know that there were celfr 
brations, with the sanction of their superiors, m 
some of the dioceses in the south of Ireland ?“*' 
have heard it, but I have heard condemnation of 
these celebrations. 

7212. There were celebrations by some Catho- 
lic clergymen ? — I have heard that there were 
celebrations ; I read it in the newspapers. 

7213. Now 
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7213. Now, as to the pulling down of the 1 
placard that Bricrdy put up; I do not- think you i 
can very accurately fix the date of that transac- 
tion?— No. 

7214. Do you say quite surely that at the time 
you did not know of any candidate being up for 
the counW ? — I positively su'ear I never heard 
of Mr. Greville, or any other person, at the 
time. 

7215. Or of Mr. Martin? — I read in some 
of the newspapers some short time before, gene- 
rally the rumour that the then Colonel Greville 
was to be raised to the peerage, and that the 
National party were likely to put forward a can- 
didate of advanced views, and that they would 
probably put forward Clark Lurgan. 

7216. You did not know that Mr. Martin had 
been proposed as a candidate ? — I heard he was 
to be, but I looked trpon it as a perfect hoajc. 

7217. You did not know that he had been put 
forward? — I believed there was nothing serious, 
in fact I had heard it. 

7218. I understand you to say not; but did 
you know, at the time of this transaction taking 
place with Brierdy, that Mr. Martin had been 
put forward as a candidate?— I heard a rumour, 
l5ut I disbelieved it. 

7219. Then you did not believe it? — I did not 
certainly believe it. 

7220. What were you told about this placard 
that was on the gate ? — A message came to me 
that Brierdy was putting something up. I was 
anxious to know Bnerdy’s appearance, and I went 
round for that purpose. 

7221. . Did not you go round and take down 
the placard? — Yes. 

7222. Before you went to take down the 
plac.ard, did you know what it was? — No. 

7223. Did you read it when you went to it ? — 

I gave one look, and I saw “ God save Ireland !” 
and I at once pulled it down. 

7224. When you pulled down the placard, did 
you know tliat it was an electioneering affair ?— 

I believed it to be a Fenian manifesto. I 
solemnly swear my belief that day was that it 
was some sort of F enian manifesto, and something 
like the Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien placard. 

7225. Did you believe it to be an electioneer- 
ing affair ?— 1 did not believe it to be a serious 
electioneering affair. 

7226. Did you believe it to be an electioneer- 
ing affair at all ? — No ; when I heard what the 
party was connected with it, I did not look upon 
rt as bearing upon elections. 

7227. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald."] You believed 
it to be a sham ? — Yes. 

7228. Mr. Butt.] Did you believe it to be 
real or sham, or to purport to be an electioneer- 
ing affair ? — I swear I did not know that it was 
an electioneering affair at all. 

7229. You tore it up? — I did. 

7230. Whatever you said about it in the chapel 
that day you said without knowing what it was ? 
— I solemnly swear that in speaking of it I spoke 
of it as a Fenian manifesto Mone. I never men- 
tioned that day the name of John Martin. 

7231. Or the election? — I did not know that 
there would be an election. 

7232. You knew that there would be an elec- 
tion? — I did not know that there would be an 
opposition. 

HS3. I ask a plain question ; do I understand 
you to say that on that day you did not tdlude 
178. 



to the election at all? — I had not the slightest Rev. 
idea about the election in my mind. P.Fitztjerahl. 

7234. That is not an answer to my question ? ; 

— I did not think there would be an election. '' 

723.1 Did you say on the day the placards '°7°- 
were takeu down, you did not in the course of 
your observations allude at all to the subject of 
the election? — I swear I never did. 

7236. After that you did allude to the elec- 
tion? — Yes, on the following Sunday; I knew 
then there was a candidate. I heard that Mr. 
Grevllle-Nugcnt had been selected. 

7237. You were in Longford at the meeting 
of the 10th ? — The only meeting that I w.is at in 
Longford was the public meeting in the court- 
house. 

7238. Had you alluded to the election befoi’e 
that? — Yes, I had. 

7239. Had you alluded to the election on the 
Sunday before that ? — No, I think not ; I took 
no notice of it. I cannot fix the dates. 

7240. Before that public meeting in Longford 
you had alluded to the election ? — -I think once. 

7241. Was it the Sunday before, or a fort- 
night before ? — It must have been the Sunday 
before. 

7242. Now, we may take it that on Sunday, 
the 4th of December, you had alluded to the 
election? — I had alluded on some Sunday before 
the meeting in Longford. I cannot tell the 
dates. 

7243. When did that address from Mr. Martin 
appear 1 — I cannot tell when it appeared. 

7244. You said that the Fenians and Orange- 
men were united ? — I said that as I far as I can 
recollect, on the Sunday immediately preceding 
the election. 

7245. Upon how many Sundays did you allude 
to the election ? — I do not think I alluded to the 
election more than twice. I cannot say, really> 
whether I alluded to it the Sunday immediately 



precedlng^the election. 

7246. That was the day you spoke about the 
cars to the old man? — Yes. 

7247. Did not you allude to it from the altar 
that day ? — No. 

7248. Did you also allude to that the Sunday 
before the meeting, in this court-house? — I can- 
not say. 

7249. Some Sunday before that? — I cannot 
say whether I did or not ; the only thing I have 
a distinct recollection of, alluding to the election, 
was, the Sunday immediately before. 

7250. You spoke about the Fenians and the 
Orangemen uniting ? — Yes. 

7251. Did you tell the people that tlie Con- 
servative gentry were uniting with the Fenians? 
— I will give you the substance of it. 

7252. No. I ask the question ; did you tell 
the people that the Conservative gentry were 
uniting with the Fenians ? — I said something to 
that effect. I cannot say that I said the exact 
words. 

7253. And that was in allusion to the candi- 
dature of Mr. Martin? — Yes; and I believe 
firmly, they were. 

7254. Then you intended to represent that the 
supporters of Mr. Martin were Fenians? — I did 
not. 

7255. What did you mean? — I intended to 
represent that amongst the persons who were 
sympathising with his candidature, and probably 
a few amongst his supporters, there were Orange- 
men ; and I believe in my heart they were. 

u 3 7256. Did 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




138 



anNUTES OP EVIDENCE TAKEN AT THE 



Rev. 7256. Did not you mean to repi-eseut that the 
P.Filzgerald. Fcniaus v'cre putting him forward ? — I believe 
— 7 — . Feuians were ainoiurst those putting him fonvavd. 

' qP” 7257. Did not you mean to represent his aup- 
' ■ jwrlei's generally, as Fenians ?— I did, Feuiana 
and Oraugemeu. 

7258. tJj)on that first day you admit that you 
struck Brierdy? — Yes. 

7259. And you kicked him? — I gave him a 
kick going mvay. 

7260. And you were In a state of excitement 
when you struck him? — I would not have done 
it except under excitement. 

7261. You have alreatly said that you had 
spoken in reference to the placard that was juit 
up? — The Allen, Larkin, and O’Brien placard? 
No, I heg your pardon. 

7262. That was the placard of which you knew 
nothing of, but Gotl save Ireland ! ’’ and upon 
which you denounced the person putting it up? 
—Yes. 



7263. Did you allude to your tears that clay : 
the expression is, that you said, “ You wished 
your tears might scald them”? — I cannot re- 
collect my words. 

7264. Are you able tosaywhether on that day 
you alluded at all to your sliedding teai-s ? — I 
said something about tears. 

7265. Will you undertake to say that you did 
not use some expression about your tears scalding 
them ? — I never, to my recollection, used the 
word “scald.” 1 cannot swear, but I could 
almost sweai- that I did not 

7266. You have heard what these persons have 
sworn to ? — Yes. 

7267. Will you undertake to say that yon did 
not use any expression equivalent to saying that 
your tears would scald tliein ? — Nlo expression 
ecpiivalent. 

7268. I do not mean equivalent to a prayer, 
but equivalent to scald ? — It was no prayer at 
all; to the best of my recollection, the substance 
of what I said was something to this effect : I 
was actually shedding teai-s, and was greatly 
affected. I said those tears, and the tears, and 
sorrows, and afllictions that secret societies have 
been bnnging upon the Church, are calculated 
to draw down upon them tlie anger of God here, 
and punishment hereafter ; or something to that 
effect. That is tlic substance of it. 

7269. Did you ever mention Mr. Martin’s 
name from the altar?—! did the Snudav pre- 
vious to tlie election. 



7270. You told the people not to vote for him 
of course ?— I will tell you what I said. 

7271. Did you tell the people not to vote 
^r him ?— I told the people to vote for Mr. 
Greville. 

7272. And not to vote for Mr. Martin? Yes. 

7273. _ Is that all you said; did you tell them 
^at their conduct at the election would be taken 
mto account on the day of judgment?— You 
heard the explanation I gave. I spoke to them 
ot their moral obligations. 

7274. Did you give them to understand that 
their conduct at the election would have some 
influence, or be taken into account, on the day 
of judgment ?— Yes ; and I will explain. I first 
explained their moral obligations, imposed upon 
eveiy person enti'osted with votes, and I said to 
them, from the view I was talcing of the matter, 
and. Irom the very unholy combination I see, the 
probable result will be, if they succeed, to uijset 
aU social and religious prder ; taking that view. 



according to my view of it, and my lights upon 
the nmtter; if you exercise your votes ujiou this 
occasion, you will have to render an account for 
them on the day of judgment ; taking that view 
of the moral obligation. 

7275. You say you did express a hope that if 
I' eniauiiiu went on, tlie Government would brino 
m .some coercive measure ? — Yes; I said if things 
go on and continue to increase, the general state 
of the country where assassination.s are goiuo- on 
and all those things, I said I trust to God°that 
the Government will i>as8 some measure to put 
an end to it. 

7276. Did you mention the suspension of the 
Habeas Cor]>us Act? — Yes. 

7277. Did you tell them that the effect of it 
would be to {)ut them in gaol without trial 

1 es. 

7278. Did not you also say that they would 
rot m gaol?— No ; I said (it is a common expres- 
sion, and I fell into it), I said they would be left 
m gaol till they rotted. 

7279. _Dicl you then tell them the effect of 
their being in gaol till they rotted might be that 
their tongues ivould be paralysed ? — 1 never used 
such an expression. I made use of the expres- 
sion from a quotation, 1 cannot say from where; 
in sjieakiug of the Church, I met in some place, 
that the hand that is raised against the Church, 
and every tongue employed against them, shall 
not gain their cause. I said then that the hands 
that are raised against the Church now, and those 
unholy comliinations, I say they shall not suc- 
ceed in their efforts, aud the tongues and pens 
employed to destroy religion, and to destroy 
social order, shall not succeed in producing their 
effect; or sometiiing to that effect. 

_ 7280. You spoke of tongues and hands ? — Yes, 
m that sense. 

7281. Did you say anything about limbs? — I 
never expressed anything about limbs. 

^^7282. Did you say anything about arms? — 

^283. Did you ever speak, of tiie persons who 
went into Granard with you as the servants of 
Christ ? — No. 

7284. Did^ you use the words “ Soldiers of 
the Cross” in connection with tliat election ? — 
Ho. 

7285. Are you sure of tliat? — No; I will 
explain it to you ; in speaking of the turbulent 
state of the country, and the fearful attempts 
that had been made upon life and jiroperty, I 
said if these things go on, and if this unholy 
combination of Orangeism and Fenianism goes on, 
aud produce the effect that they are caSuIated 
to produce, one of the effects of which is to up- 
set religion and all social and religious order, it 
will come to this with us Catholics, that we will 
have to stand or fight under the cross of Christ. 

7286. Then you did use the expression that 
the Catholics were to fight under the cross of 
Christ?— Yea. 

7287. That was to he the effect of the unholy 
combination of Fenians ? — Yes. 

7288. Aud that unholy combination of Orange- 
men and Fenians was in support of John ilarfcin ; 
were not you speaking of the unholv combina- 
tion of Orangemen and Feuians in support of 
John Martin? — I believe there were only 
Fenians and Orangemen supporting him. 

7289. "Was not the unhofy combination you 
were speaking of in that speech, in support of 
John Martin; was not the unholy comoinalion- 
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au unholy combination in support of him?— I was 
speaking in reference to the election. 

7290. Was not the unholy combination of 
which you were speaking, au unholy combina- 
tion in support of John ilartin ? — I do not 
believe that I confined it to John Martin ; I 
believe before John Martin was proposed such 
an unholy combination had been formed ; I 
speak of it in general. 

7291. In reference to the election? — I speak 
of it in general. 

7292. You did not speak of it in reference to 
the election ? — I was speaking of the election at 
the time. 

7293. Did you say to anyone that the priests 
had left the room and prayed to God ? — I said 
iJiat the priests had been praying pri^'ately. 

7294. I would not condemn mat; in point of 
fact nothing of the kind, you say, did occur? — No. 

7295. What was said was that you had told 
one of the people that the priests had knelt 
down on their knees and prayed to God?— I 
never said so, because it did not occur. 

7296. Now let me ask you about organising 
mobs for diJTerent places?— Ineverorganisedmobs. 

7297. Providing them? — I gave money to 
persons who had come in with us to Grauard to 
protect us. 

7298. What was the first occasion upon which 
they were to protect you? — -The first occasion 
upon which they were to protect us was the first 
meeting held in Grauard, and that I attended. 

7299. You had two meetings? — There was a 
kind of meeting, and I attended it. 

7300. Was the meeting you attended, the first 
meeting, a meeting in favour of Mr. Greville or 
a meetiug in support of Mr. Martin? — The 
meeting I attended was in favour of Mr. Greville. 

7301. Who called it? — I do not know; it was 
formally called. I heard from my brother clergy- 
man, who was in Grauard the Sunday before, 
that Mr. Sullivan was speaking, and that he and 
the other clergymen were crushed against the 
walls and would not be allowed to open their 
mouths by the mob surrounding the people. 

7302. That was the meeting in favour of 
Martin? — Yes. 

7303. Which was the meeting in favour of 
Greville when you took in your protective force ? 
— The one following, the Monday after. 

7304. Was there a meeting called in favour of 
Mr. Greville? — There was a meeting in the streets. 

7305. Was there a meeting intended to be 
held there in favour of Mr. Greville ? — No 
formal meeting. 

7306. Was there a meeting, formal or informal, 
in favour of Mr. (ireville ? — I intended to go in 
and speak. 

7307. Had you arranged for a meeting before 
you went in ? — No. 

7308. Did you know that Mr. Sullivan and some 
others were going to have a meeting in favour 
of Mr. Martin that day ? — I heard the rumoiu: 
that tbej" were to be in Granavd. 

7309. Was it to meet them in Granard that 
you went that day ? — No ; I would rather I did 
not meet them. 

7310. Was it to meet them that yon went in ? 

I went in to hold the other meeting, if they 

were there. 

7311. In other words, did not you go in to 

prevent them holding a meeting in favour of Mi’. 
Martin ? No ; not to prevent them. 

7312. What did you go infer? — To express 
my opinions. 
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7313. Was it for the purpose of accompauy- 
ing you in there that you then colleeteii the 
force ? — It was not I asked tliein to come in ; I 
was present to express their opinions. 

7314. You wanted the mob to get an e.Kpres- 
sion of opinion that day ? — Yes; and to ja-oteet 
ourselves if wo were attacked. 

7315. These peonleyou wanted togetan ex[n*e9- 
sion of opinion? — ^Yes; and to protect ourselves. 

7316. That was the first time you distriljuted 
money ? — I dii.l not distribute a single farthing. 

7317. Did yon give money to any person? — I 
(lid not give any that day. 

7318. Or orders? — I did not give any orders 
then. 

7319. Or before that day ? — Or before that day. 

7320. HaJ }'ou before that day given any 
orders for drink or anything else ? — I never gave 
au order before that day, or on that day, to iny 
knowledge. 

7321 . \Vheu did you give orders for drink ? — 
The first order I gave for drink w.as in Longford, 
the evening Mr. Martin withdrew his candidature. 

7322. W as not it after that that you went into 
Granard ? — It was, but I gave no orders. 

7323. Were you a IMe elevated that day ; 
were you above tlie heads of the people that day? 
—I was speaking from a window. 

7324. Were you above their beads upon any 
other day; were you carried on the shoulders of 
the people ? — Two or three people caught liold 
of me ag-iinst my will, and I got away. 

7325. Were not you carried by them? — Yis; 

I protested, and got down. 

7326. Did not a crowd follow you? — Yes. 

7327. And did not the crowd attempt to break 
up the meeting when Mr. Martin’s friendswere 
speaking ? — I do not know that. 

7328. Do you know they (lid? — No. 

7329. Do you believe they did? — No. I saw 
Mr. Sullivan speaking from the window, and I 
was speaking at Father M'Gaver’s door. 

7330. How far was that from the place where 
Mr. Sullivan was speaking? — I should think it 
couldnot be more than 15 or 20perches diagonally 
across the street. 

7331. Did your people that went with yon 
try to prevent Mr. Sullivan speaking? — Certainly 
not ; I spoke for a good while, and he w'as speak- 
ing for a good while. 

7332. Could you both be heai-d together? — 
No ; I could not hear him ; I could see the crowd. 

7333. In fact, what you went into Granard that 
day for, was to hold a rival meeting to Mr. 
Sullivan? — Yes, if he were there, and ti'y and. 
influence him and my own side if I could. 

7334. Were you in Granavd after that again? 
— Yes; I was tlieuext Monday after that. 

7335. Did you hear on that day that Mr. 
Snllivan was to be back again ? — Indeed I did. 

7336. You spoke of Mr. Sullivan’s friends? — 
I heard that they were to be there every "Monday. 

7337. And every Monday you went there ? — 
No ; one Monday I was not there at all, that was 
the Monday preceding the election ; they had 
the whole place to themselves. 

7338. The next Monday you went in the 
same way to hold a rival meeting to them ? — I 
went in again to express my opinions, and to try 
to influence the people. 

7339. Did you go in except the days you 
knew Mr. Sullivan was there? — I heard that 
Sullivan and Meany were to be there the last 
Monday, but I did not go in at ah. 

7340. Did you evei’ go into Granard with 
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your protective force upon any clay except the 
day -wben you were toid that Martin’s friends 
were to be tliere ? — I never did. 

7341. "iVill you now swear that it was for 
jn'otcctioia you organised that force ? — It was an 
opposing force that we had the very day tliat we 
were in Gi-anarcl When I had be:-n speaking, and 
while I was going down to the hotel, a man of 
tlie name of Kirnau rushed at mo, made a rush 
at me in the street. 

7342. You have given the conversations with 
the stipendiary magistrate ; on the first day you 
wci'o in Granard, had you any conversation with 
any stipendiary magistrate, or did any stipendiaiy 
magistrate or police ofiicci- speak to you ? — No 
stipendiary magistrate spolce to me. 

7343. Did any police officer speak to yon ; did 
anybody tlireuten you ■with arrest? — No. 

7344. Or tell you to leave the town? — No, 
certiiiuly not. A police officer said to me, “ The 
police are charging, Sir 1 said, “ I cannot help 
it; I have nothing to do with it; that is your own 
affair.” 

7345. Was that the first day you were in? — 
That was the first day, 

7346. Did the police charge the fii'St day? — 
He told me ; I did not see what the police were 
doing. 

7347 . Do you know whether they charged or 
not ? — They w'ere putting charges in their guns 
or loading. 

7348. Was there a riot tlie first day you were 
in Granard ? — When I was going up the town, 
passing by Charles Brady’s door, a man of the 
name of Kirnau, from Granard parish, rushed at 
me and made an attempt to strike me ; and 
immediately after that, a person from our party 
made a rush at Iiim aud struck him. 

7349. Was that the beginning of the riot? — 
Yes. 

7350. I believe you are very well acquainted 
with Crosby ? — I think I know him for the nine 
months I have been tliere. 

7351. Have you been in his house? — Hemet 
me out in the lane; I was fatigued, and he asked 
me to take a glass of wine, aud I was glad to get 
it going on my way home. 

Re-examined by Mr. 3IcLaugMan. 

7352. You know a gentleman of the name of 
Joseph Smith? — Yes. 

7353. Were you in court when he spoke about 
you having said that a list had been sent off to 
.the Pope, of the persons w'ho were to be ex- 
communicated ? — I never lieai-d of any list being 
sent to the Pope. 

7354. You know nothing at all about it? — I 
will tell you. Smith came to me one day, and 
when I was getting on my horse in the garden, 
he said to me, “ I hear that you have heard some 
bad reports of me.” “Well,” I said, “I heard 
persons in your shop saying that you from time 
to time express yourself very disrespectfully of 
the piiests. I am sorry, as I understand yon are 
the brother of a priest yourself.” He said, “ Do 
you mean to say that I am a Penian?” I said, “ I 
do not know what you are, but,” I said, “ what I 
see from your conduct now nearly confirms the 
report I heard of you I got into the saddle and 
rode away from the spot. 

7355. Do you remember Gormley bringing a 
letter from Father Reynolds ? — Yes. 

7356. Have you that letter ? — No, I destroyed 
it on the spot. 



7357. Wliat w.as it about? — The substance of 
the letter was, I think, detailing the proceedings 
at the meeting that was held in Longfoi-d on the 
Saturday before, saying that the Martinites were 
not much of tlicin in the town, and that there 
w.is scai'cely any opposition to Grevillc that day 
in the town. 

7358. You have been asked, with regard to 
Mr. Crosby, whether you were not on friendly 
terms ? — I never liad anuucivil word w’itli Crosby; 
on the contrary, he formerly boated with me on 
the lake till a certain day before the election. 

7359. What happeued thou? — I was ridinc 
horn efroin the station, and passing Smith’s public- 
house, I saw a horse tied to the door; I took no 
notice. I was half a mile on my way home and 
on my way to my own house, I was speaking to 
a poor woman who came out of a house, and 
Crosby rode up to me on horseback very excited. 
I could not say where he had been, but he was 
evidently after taking drink, and he said to me, 
in a threateniug manner, “Well, this intimidation 
that is going on cannot he allowed to go on in a 
country.” I looked round, and was astonished that 
he should followme. I said, “You ought to wish 
yourself better employed than creating discord 
between the peimle and the priests in this district, 
and I am sure if your employer knew what was 
going on, he would not be pleased;” and he said 
he would not, and I left him. 

7360. These are from the shorthand writer’s 
notes : “ He said my name was, amongst otliers, to 
be sent to the Pope for excommunication if I 
was one of these parties;” did you ever say tliat? 
— No ; I will mention where I said that. In a 
neighbouring parish .across the lake, I heard tliat 
the M.artinites were keeping out from mass ail 
those who voted for Greville, iu the lower end 
of the county Longford, the pai-t cf the parish 
that used to go to their chapel. I said, “This 
is the n.ost horrible thing I ever heard of, 
keeping them out of mass, and a list of their 
names ou"ht to be sent to the bishop at Rome.” 

7361. You did say that? — Yes; that is since 
the election. 

7362. You know that Smith has a brother a 
priest ? — I never saw his brother the priest ; I 
heard he had one. 

7363. Is the only way you know tliat he has a 
brother a priest, hy hearing of it ? — No. 

7364. Did he write to you ? — He wrote to me 
in consequence of what the brother misrepre- 
sented to him. 

7365. Did not Smith’s brother write to you? — 
Yes. 

7366. Have you the letter? — I have not. 

7367. Did nor you know tho gentleman who 
wrote to you then was a clergyman ? — Of course I 
did, and I answered him as a clergyman. 

7368. Then you have other means than hearsay 
of knowing that he has a brother a priest? — He 
called him his brother. 

7369. Did not you write to him as the Rev. 
Mr. Smith? — Yes. 

7370. Do not you know that he is the brother 
of a priest? — Yes, I know now. 

7371. Was not that letter a complaint of your 
treatment of Smith? — Yes; the complaint was 
founded on a wrong statement. The brother said 
in his letter, “ My brother, Joseph Smith, wrote 
to me to-day to say that you called him a Fenian,” 
and he said, “ as long as I knew him he was a 
pious young man, but what he is now I cannot 
say, I do not think he is a Fenian.” I wrote 
hack a most polite letter to him, acknowledging 
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the receipt of his letter and saying to him that I 
never called his brother Joseph Smith, a Fenian, 
ami I swear I never did. 

7372. Did you then send for Smith, or did 
Smith come to you? — This ■was after Smith had 
the interview. 

7373. Had he a second interview ? — No. 

7374. Did not the brother coiuplaiii to you 
that your statement had injured Smith’s business? 
— He said if it wna true be should s.ay it is 
calculated to injure his prospect in life or trade. 

7375. Dill not he say that Smith had complaiued 
in consequence of your speaking to him that his 
business had fallen off? — Here are the words, 
I remember the words ; he recommended me to 
pause n-ell before I attributed things to him ; it 
may probably injure bis prospects and his 
character. 

7376. After that you gave several orders on 
Smith ?— I never gai'e an order on Smith ; I 
gave an <trderfor 2 /. to two non-electors; I did 
not tell wJiich of the houses they were to go 
to; it appears they selected Smith’s. 

7377. Mr. Butt.'] Did anybody hear the 
conversation between you and Smith ? — No. 

7378. Mr. Justice FiiayeraW.] I am now going 
to refer to the Sunday when you had a conflict 
with Brierdy, that is the Sunday you took down 
the placard. Brierdy says that on that occasion, 
that is at the chapel, alluding to you, his answer 
is this, “ He spoke about Fenians supporting 
John Martin, and that they would go to hell, 
or ought to go to hell, that they would not be 
able to raise their hands to their mouths to feed 
themselves, and that people were to remember 



that? — I never spoke of John Martin that 
day. 

7379. Did you use the language attributed to 
you, or any equivalent language ? — No. 

7380. I wish to call your attention to the very 
words ? — I never spoke the words. 

7381. On the same occasion he is asked, "Did 
he say anything about where the people, for the 
part they took that day, would go to aftem-ards 
and he said “ They w'ould go to hell ” ? — I 
never said that,my Lord. 

7382. 1 want to know from you further, did 
you _ ever, W’ithout confining yourself to that 
particular day, at any time prior to the election, 
tlireatenany electororanyperson withauy tempo- 
ral injury, by cause of their voting nttbe election 
in any way or not ? — Never. 

7383. l!)id you threaten them with any tcclesl- 
astical censure ? — No. 

7384. Nor with any consequences in the world 
to come ? — No. 

7385. Nor withauy ecclesiastical consequences 
of this world, being under the censure of the 
church? — No; I said that Feniauisiu was 
condemned by tire cluirch. 

7386. The question I ask is, did you threaten 
them in any way with any temporal or ecclesias- 
tical consequences, by reason of their voting for 
Martin if they thought fit? — No; I was speaking 
of Fenianism, when! spoke of itsbeing condemned 
by the church. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, 

at half-past Ten o’clock. 
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The Eevereutl Michael Gilligan, sworn ; Examined by Mr. M‘Laughlan. 

Rgy 7387. You are a Clergyman of the Catholic 7405. Is that the gentleman refcn-ecUo yester- 
M. Giliigaii. Church?— Yes. day by the inspector as Laving been in prison?— 

- . 7388. Where .are you stationed ? — Granarcl. Yes ; he came to Grnnard that day, about three 

2 April 7389. Have you been stationed there long? — o’clock in tlie afternoon, and there were about 

1870. Nine montlie, ttie 16tli of last month. 100 men, many of whom were strangers, prepared 

7390. You are oue of the curates of the parish to receive him. They rolled a barrel out of the 

priest? — Yes. house, and he got out on it opposite the court- 

7391. What is his name?— The Very Reverend house, and commenced to speak, and these 100 

Edward M'Gaver. men jdaced themselves round about the platform 

7392. The other curate is the Reverend on which he spoke. When I heard the noise in 
Patrick M'Gaver, Mr. M'Gaver’a nephew 1 — tlie town, I went up to where he was speaking 

• Yes. for the express purpose of keeping the peace as 

7393. Do you know Pat Armsfrong ?— I do. far as I could; and when I arrived where the 

7394. Is there a place near Granarcl called people were, a man caught hold of me by the 

Ballinale ? — Yes ; a village three miles from collar and gave me two or three shakes, and said 
Granarcl. he could not let me go near the man that was 

7395. Were you in courtwhen Armstrong was speaking. 

examined? — Yes. - 7406. Was it done in an affectionate way, to 

7396. Did you hear him state that he got from prevent you getting into danger? — No; it was 

yon 18 s. or 185. 6rf. ? — Yes. most violent and fierce. 

7397. Will you tell his Lordship the circum- 7407. You were dressed as a priest at the 
stances under which you gave the money, and time ? — Yes, iti my ordinary dress, and I knew 
for what object ? — I visited the village of Ballin- the man ; another came over and began to shout 
ale on Thursday the 13th of December last, at in my face, and he almost spat in my face. I 
three o’clock in the afternoon. I was leaving then retired from the place. As I was going 
the village, and a number of non-electors were away I saw eight or nine persons having liold 01 
assembled on the stoeet, and Mr. Armstrong each other-, something like a struggle going on; 
came to me and said, that he was deputed by the and just then the police arrived on the scene, 
non-electors to ask for a treat; I said I would underarms. Mr. Rooney, the county inspector, 
give no treat, unless they might drink to excess, and Mi-. M'Dauglihan, inspector, were there with 
or C|imrrel .; and he replied, if I went away with- a large amount of police, about 80, and there was 
out giving them a treat it would create a bad no more violence on that day. 

feeling, and it would lu'omote good feeling to 7408. When was the next viuleuce in Gra- 
give a treat; then I handed him 18s. 6 <•/., and navd? — The Monday following the 13th De- 
told him that it was for the non-clectors exclu- cember. 

sively, and that I made him only the medium of 7409. You have been speaking now of the 
conveying it to Mrs. Sullivan; I swear that I first Monday, the 6th? — Yes; on Monday the 
made use of those words. 13th December, a larger moh came into Granard 

7398. Mrs. Sullivan was the keeper of the in favour of Mr. Martin. 

public-house where tlie money was to be spent? 7410. Were they strangers or peojrle of the 
— Yes. county? — A great majority of them ivere 

7399. Upon your oath, did you mean by that strangers; and, I think, on that clay, Mr. D. B. 

in any way to corrupt or bribe the voters?— On Sullivan, Mr. Byrne, and Mr. O’Donovan, of 
my oath 1 did not. Dublin, were there. 

7400. "With regard to the case of the man 7411. Is that the Mr. O’Donovan, of Dublin, 

caUed Lawrence O’Brien, did he get any money whom you have previously mentioned ? — I may 
from you ? — On my oath, I never gave him a be mistaken, but I tbink these were the three 
sixpence; he has sworn so himself. gentlemen who were there ; and as on the pre- 

7401. I ask the question because somebody ceding Monday there was a large force of police 
has sworn that the w’itness Pat Lawi-ence drafted into the town to keep the peace, they 
O’Brien got some money from you ; did you had the resident magistrate, Mr. M‘Cai-ty, the 
ever bribe anybody? — On my oath Inever brilied county inspector, Mr. Rooney, and Mr. 
any person during the late election, not by money M‘Laiigblan there. 

nor promises, nor did I influence the vote of a 7412. Wastherc any turbulence? — Outhatday 

single elector by intimidation, coercion, or any a large party of men, as it was well known 

other unconstitutional means. 7413. Mr. Butti Do not say what was well 

7402. You were guilty of no corrupt pi-actice? known? 

— None whatever. 7414. Mr. M^Laughlan-l Just say what dis- 

7403. Prior to the 13th of December — it was turbance there was? — About one o’clock in the 

the Monday, I believe — had there been any day the police were drawn across the street, two 
people not belonging to the county who had lines of them, back to back, with fixed swords ; 
come into Granard for political purposes? — and the Martinite mob, after being addressed by 
Yes. Ml-. Sullivan and his party, went over to the 

7404. "Who were those people? — The first lines of police and concentrated themselves on 

time they came was Monday, the 6th of Decern- one part with those Dublin gentlemen at their 
her last; Mr. O’Donovan, a medical student bead, and attempted to force the lines of the 

-- police 
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police to get to the other side of the town, where 
the GreviJle party was. I saw the resident 
magistrate and Jlr. Kooiiey, if I am not mis- 
taken, there, and some angry words passed be- 
tween them ; and die excitement and the violence 
of the Martinite mob was then so great that Mr. 
McCarty had to read the Riot Act. When the 
Dublin party saw the Riot Act read, and appre- 
hended frightful consequences, they tunied 
round and got on the backs of their mob, and 
went down towards the police barracks. 

7415. Do I understand you to say that the 
Dublin infantry formed tbeinselves suddenly into 
cavalry; mounted their own men like cavalry? 
— Yes. 

7416. "Were there a large amount of cavalry? 
— Yes; three. 

7417. Tell me the names of the three? — Mr. 
Byrne, Mr. Sullivan, and Mr. O’Donovan. 

7418. "Was Mr. Joseph Stephen Meany there 
on that occasion ?— No. 

7419. Is that all you saw of the disturbance 
that day?— That is all the disturbance I saw 
after that. 

7420. And those people were allowed to ride 
off in safety ? — Yes ; we induced the other party 
to go off for peace sake ; the clergymen exerted 
themselves to keep the peace, and sent tlie other 
party out of the town, and they w'ent away at 
half-past two in the day, and the other party had 
the town to themselves the wliole day afterwards ; 
they Avere moving up and down on the backs of 
those fellows the whole day. 

7421. I believe somebody stated in your 

S resence that they were Dublin jockeys come 
own to rule the Granai'd asses? — Yes. 

7422. What was the next occasion on which 
those gentlemen came ? — On Monday, the 20th 
Deceiiiber, that day week. 

7423. Monday is a market day in Granard ? — 
Yes. 

7424. Just state what happened that day? — 
They came again, and the police were there to 
keep tlie peace, and the mobs were not allowed 
to meet. 

7425. A’ bat were the numbers there on the 
three days respectively ; what were the numbers 
on the 6th? — On the 6th, the first day, there 
were about 100 men, and there were none on that 
day in favour of Jlr. Grerille. 

7426. On the 13th, what was the extent of 
the Martinite mob ? — The tivo parties, as well as 
I can judge, were nearly equal; hut Mr. 
Sullivan said the Slartinite’s mob were ten to 
two. 

7427. On the third occasion what hap- 
pened?— On the third market day, tlie 20th of 
December, there was no violence on that day. 

7428. Was there a good crowd ? — There was a 
large party on each side carrying on the can- 
vass. 

7429. And the usual speechifying took place ? 
— Yes. 

7430. Was Mr. Meany there on that occasion ? 
— No. 

7431. Was there any gathering on the 27th? 
— On the 27th they were all on the Martinite 
side on that day, with the exception of a few 
that came in. 

7432. The Grevillites did not show on that 
occasion, and the Martinites had it all to them- 
selves ? — There was a great party came into the 
town after a short time. 
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7433. About what number were present on the Rev. 

27th? — To the best of my belief there were about J/. GiUigcui. 
9,000 or 10,000. 

7434. Were they people from the county or 2 April 
strangers? — They were nearly all from the 

county Cavan, and county Westmeath, and some 
from Jleath ; some of them came that day 30 
miles to Gi-auard. 

7435. I believe there is rather n. lively district 
of the county Ca^’an just there ? — Yes ; very tur- 
bulent. 

7436. Was there any assembly of Martinites 
or the Grevillites in Granard between this as- 
sembly of the 27th, of which you have been 
speaking, and the polling-clay? — Yes. 

7437. When was that? — On Saturday the 1st 
January a Cavan mob held possession of the 
town from about four o’clock in the evening till 
the poll closed ; the town was occupied the whole 
time ; they stopped in the town all nlglrt. 

7438. The nomination was on Friday the 31st 
of December ? — Yes. 

7439. Then on Saturday nothing was being 
done ; Sunday was a dies no7i, and Alonday was 
the polling clay, and there was a large party of 
the Cavau men in that evening. 

7440. Did you say it was on Satui'day, the day 
after the nomination, that the Cavan mob were 
there ; the nomination was on the Friday in 
Longford?— Yes. 

7441. Then was it on Saturday followring that 
Friday that the mob was in Granard ? — It was the 
1st of January. 

7442. Did a lai-ge mob come in and remain 
there all day ? — Yes, they remained there the 
greater part of the niglit, shouting up and down 
tne town ; tliat is the reason the cars w’ere driven 
back to Longford ; the cars carac in from Long- 
ford I should think about half-past five in the 
evening, and this mob attacked them; they ex- 
pected them in ; they beat the horses unmerci- 
fully, and drove them out of the towu. 

7-443. Mr. ButtJ] Did you see it? — I was out 
when the cars were going out of the town ; I went 
out just as tliey were going out. 

Mr. Justice B'iis^erald.] That has already 
been established two or three times. 

7444 . Mr. On tlie polling day 

were you in Gr.inard ? — 1 was in tlie town of 
Granard ; I was out in the country from seven 
in the morning till about 12. 

7445. You say that you were out in the 
country ; what wei'e you doing in the country ? 

— The voters in the direction of Ballynalee said 
that in consequence of the violence and intimida- 
tion they would not come in unless I would go 
out for them, and I did go out for them, and they 
came in with me. 

7446. Was there, in point of fact, as far as you 
then knew, any violence and intimidation offered 
by the Martinites to the Grevillites? — On the 
day of the poll there was. 

7447. Just describe what it was? — When I 
came into the booths at 12 o’clock, standing in 
the coui’t house, the voters from Ballpialee were 
standing together. I was not interfering or say- 
ing a word to them, aud a voter I knew well, 
who had voted, had just voted for Mr. Martin, 
came up, and said to one, calling him by his name, 

“ What are you going to do ; if you vote for Mr. 

Greville, mark me consequences, I will trample 
upon your dead body ” ; he said those words in 
my presence and I threatened to have him pro- 

X 2 seeuted. 
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secntcfl, and lie retivecl then; at three 0 clock in 
the day I was called to attend a man named Ed- 
ward Couniskay who was in danger of dying 
from the beating be had received a moment be- 
fore from the Martinites, and I had to administer 
the Lost sacrament; afterwards he was confined 
for three weeks to his bed. 

7448. "Was he a voter?— No, he was a voter’s 
son-in-law living in the house with him. 

7449. Did you know Mr. Pettit?— Yes, quite 
well. 

7450. I believe he was the leading citizen of 

Granard?— One of the most uprightand respectable 

men J ever knew; the leading man in Granard. 

7451. How long did he live after the polling 
day ? — I think about a fortnight. 

7452. Had he been in good health, so far as 
you know, before the polling clay? — Pie had six 
months before; he never complained that I 
knew. 

7453. PYere you present when he was beaten 
on the jiolliug day, as has been deposed here? — 

I was not. 

7454. Did you see him afterwards ? — I saw 
his wounds the next morning. 

7455. Where? — In his head. 

7456. Pie was badly beaten ? — Yes. 

7457. Without going into medical particulars, 

I believe he was wounded both on the front of 
the head ami on the back ? — Yes. 

7458. Was there more than one wound on the 
front ? — 1 think he had received two strokes on 
the head. 

7459. I believe he died in consequence of what 
he got that day ? — 

Mr. Bult.'] I state that it is not true. 

Mr. M‘Lutighlini.'] It is a strange coinci- 
dence. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstronff."] As my learned 
friend, Mr. Butt, says it is not true, I say 
that it is true. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgcrald.'\ You must prove 
it regularly. 

Mr. BuH.'\ It is easily capable of proof; 
our instructions arc directly tlie reverse, 
and it ought not to be stated. 

7460. Mr. M- Langhlan.'] Did the proceedings 
of the Martlnite mob on the polling day tend to 
interfere witli tlie freedom of election on behalf 
of the Grevillites V — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald overruled the ob- 
jection. 

7461. Mr. M’Laughlan-'] Did they interfere? 
— I know many who did not vote because they 
were afraid. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Mwiroe. 

7462. As I understand, there were five meet- 
ings at which you were j)rcscnt in Granard be- 
fore the nomination day, that is the 4th, the 6th, 
the I3th, the 20th, and the 27th ? — Yes. 

746.3. The first on the 6th was the one at 
which you say there were only 100 of Martin’s 
followers in Granard? — Yes. 

7464. And they amused themselves by riding 
one another up unci down the village ? — 1 did not 
say that' they rode one another up and down ; I 
said there was only one speaker there that day, 
and he rode up and down. 

7465. Was that the day that Father Fitzgerald 
was mounted too?— No, it was not. 

7466. What day was it that Father Fitzgerald 
was mounted? — I'hc second day. 

7467. He was not a Dublin jockey? — No. 

7468. When was it you say you gave the 
money in Ballynalec ? — As well ns I recollect, it 
was Thursday the 13th of December. 

7469. On th.at clay there was a meeting in 
Granard? — Yes. 

7470. Was the 13th of December not one of 
the days on which tliere was a meeting in Gra- 
nard? — Yes; that is not the day I gave the 
money, it was the 30th of December. 

7471. Then there was no meeting on the 30th 
of December at ail ? — No. 

7472. Were there many people at Ballynalec 
that clay ? — None but the natives of the place. 

7473. This man Armstrong came up and asked 
you for some money for the non-electors ? — Yes. 

7474. And he stated that there would be a 
bad feeling unless money was given tliem?— He 
said that tlie non-clectors would feel dis-appointed 
or displeased with me if I did not give them a 
treat. 

7475. And there would be a bad feeling 
amongst the non-electors unless they got a treat:' 
— Yes. 

7476. And in order to promote a good reeling 
you gave them a treat?— Yes, it was my very 
object to promote a good feelipg. 

7477. Did yem yourself personally receive any 
money from the Itev. James Reynolds? — Not 
personally; I received it by post. 

7478. Do you remember when it was you got 
the first ? — 1 received it only once. 

7479. When was that? — I should think about 
the middle of December; I cannot recollect now. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



The Rev. John Skellet, sworn; Esamiued by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



7480. What is your parish? — Columbkill. 

7481. What is the neighbourhood? — It lies 
between Longford and Bairymahon. 

7482. I believe you have been acquainted with 
James B. Muvtagh for many year’s? — I suppose 
it is nine years since I met him first. 

7483. Were you on what you may call inti- 
mate terms ? — Yea. 

7484. You know him very well? — Yes; I con- 
sider that we were intimate friends. 

7486. Did you hear any portion of his evidence 
here ?— I did. 



7486. Did you hear his statement as to an 
interview he had with yourself? — I did. 

7487. Will you inform his Lordship what 
occurred on that occasion? — On Sunday the 5th 
of December last Mr. James Murtagh was pre- 
sent at mass in my chapel, at last mass ; I was 
engaged reading in tire chapel yard, and I saw 
him driving up with a lady on his car ; I saw him 
pass into the chapel, and he remained there dunng 
mass. The 5th of December was the first Sunday 
in the month, and on the first Sunday in the 
month I have additional duties to discharge after 

each 
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eac!i mass, so that after the last mass I was de- 
tailed somewhat lougcr than usual in the sacristy, 
and after I had finished the duties that then de- 
volved upon me to discharge, I went on ray way 
to my own house, and when I came down I saw 
Mr. Murtagh standing at his car on the road; I 
went up and shook hands with him, and lie intro- 
duced me to his wife. 

7488. He had been recently married? — Yes. 
Wc had some convei-satioii on the road side; 

I knew that I would be called hack to the 
sacristy, and I was anxious to terminate the inter- 
view one way or the other soon. At length I 
asked him would he not walk in. He said, “ Yes, 
with ])lcasure”; so himself and liis wife walked 
np-stairs. My curate was at breakfast at the 
time, and the conversation turned upon the elec- 
tion, and allusion was made to the occurrences on 
the prei’ious clay in Longford, on the 4th of De- 
cember, at tbe demonstration on behalf of hlr. 
hlartiu in this county ; it was after being told to 
some of the parishioners that morning what took 
place. 

7489. Did Meaney make any speech ? — No, 

Meany was not there ; those parishioners of mine 
were present ; they waited upon me and told me 
how much they were horrified at the anti-priest 
demonstration made in Longford that day ; that 
the people shook their sticks in their faces, and 
raramecl their poles on which the banners were 
into their very eyes, and Father Reynolds and 
Father Tom Fitzgerald, who attempted to speak, 
could not be heard, and that they were hootecl 
and groaned at. This was the subject of conver- 
sation between Miirtagh and 1. 1 endeavoured 

by every means in my power to dissuade him 
from taking any part in the election ; I gave him 
advice that I would have given my own brother, 
if placed in similar circumstances; the .wlvice 
I gave him was dictated by the purest spirit of 
charity and friendship for himself; one of the 
arguments that I mane use of to induce him to 
refrain from taking any part in the election was 
the odious position he would occupy ; he, a re- 
spectable Catholic young man, putting liimself 
in a position of antagonism to all the priests and 
people of the county ; that he was euteriug upon 
a hopeless contest, and that he could not enter- 
tain any hope of securing Mr. Martin’s return. 
And with this portion of Mr. Min-tagh’s evidence 
I may observe, that I hope he forgot tliat he was 
not disingenious in representing it. He swore 
here that I said he would be called a Graribaldian, 
a priest hunter, a Fenian, and an Orangeman. He 
should have added, ray Lord, that when 1 made 
that observation to him, I said, “ You know very 
well, Mr. Murtagh, that I do not believe you are 
a Garlbaldian, a priest hunter, a Fenian, and an 
Orangeman, but if you persevere in the course 
you are pursuing, more than probably those are 
the class of men who will flock to your standard ; 
and, if so, you must take the chance of being 
called those names. 

7490. Did you tell him to this effect: that he 
knew the resoui'ces within the reach of the 
Catholic elergymen, and that if he persevered in 
his views every engine within their reach would 
be employed to injure or molest him? — On my 
solemn oath, a word of that description, or any- 
thino- that could be converted into the same 
meaning, never crossed my lips. 

7491. Yon know, as an educated man, per- 
fectly well what the language of intimidation and 
terror mp s n s ; did you intimidate him, or seek to 

178. 



terrify him, by any appeal either to his temporal 
or sphitual feelings? — -1 believe Mr. Murtagh to 
be an educated man himself, and I believe he 
understands the meaning of the word ‘^intimidn- 
chition,” and I was shocked when I heard him 
swear here that I intimidated him. 

7492. Mr. Justice Fitziierald.'] Not that you 
intimidated him, but that you intended to inti- 
midate him? — 

7493. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.l Did j’ou in- 
tend to intimidate him? — No more than I intend 
to intimidate you, serjeant ; one is as likely as 
tlie other. 

7494. Did he, by his manner or conduct upon 
that occasion, indicate to you that he felt intimi- 
dated or frightened ? — Not the least. 

7495. Had he any little mark of attention or 
hospitality from you before he came away? — 
I cannot say, hut I think tliere was a glass of 
wine. 

7496. He recollected that himself ; at any rate, 
if there was wine there he had a glass ; then you 
parted, in fact, on your usual kindly personal 
terms? — Most unquestionably. 

7497. Did you tell him that, going along the 
road as a public man on his business transactions, 
Ins brains might be knocked out ? — Before we 
came to that part of the conversation he put me in 
a false position, because he made a statement here 
for which there was no foundation at all. I think 
I recollect the subject of what I want to observe. 

I think he said in his evidence that I promised 
to convene a meeting of the clergy for tlie pur- 
pose of getting him out of the loop, if it were 
possible. I wish to observe, in reference to that 
statement of Mr. ,\lurtagh’s,that that proposition 
came from himself; that is, I scouted it. 

7498. Now listen, this is the evidence: “(Q-) 
You say that you saw Father Skelley on the Sun- 
day? (A.) Yes. (Q.)'\7herewa3it? (A.) I saw 
him Avalking up and down outside hia paiish 
chapel ; I went into chapel to .assist at mass. 
(Q.) Was it after mass was over? (A.) He then 
asked me over to his house.” You say he pre- 
ceded you to the house and waited for you ? — 
Yes. 

7499. Mr. JusticeF^■^z 5 'ere?^^.] ‘Whatyouallude 
to is this : he said you would use your influeuee 
to get a new meeting of the clergy called during 
the end of the coming week, and see if there was 
any loop in the agreement of the clergy about 
Mr. Grerilie through which you could pull them ? 
— That proposition came from himself, and I 
scouted it. 

7500. Mr. Serjeant Armstrouff.'] You never 
used the expression that you would pull them 
through a loop, if they would let you ? — No. 

7601. Did you say, “ I warn you that every 
engine, at the disposal of the clergy, will he used 
imainst you, and gainst those with whom you 
working ”? — That statement is decidedly 
untrue. -in 

7502. “ He warned me not to run the risk oi 
having ugly things said of me, and ha\'ing myself 
called names; tliat there was no knowing what 
effect such things might have upon the people 
of the couniry.” You have explained that if he 
went on he might find himself associated ^vith 
people of that description? — Yes. 

7503. He said this: “I think he said that they 
were partly uneducated people; that I, going in 
puisuit of my business, might have mv brams 
knocked open with a stone ; that such tilings had 

j- 3 occurred, 
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occun-ecl, and no doubt it was a very dangerous 
tiling for me to be a friend of the Martin com- 
mittee That is substantially correct. 

7504. Did you reason ivith him as to tlie danger 
he would expose himself to? — I reasoned with 
him in this way ; what an odious position he was 
placing himself in, in opposition to the clergy of 
the county; that lie had business to truusact; 
passing from his father’s place to them, he might 
have had Ihs brains knocked out with the blow 
of a stone. 

7505. Did you offer it to him in the same way 
tliat you would offer it to anybody else? — Yes, it 
was offered to him the same as to my brotlier. 

7506. You know the constitution of his mind; 
was he a man to be intimidated at all ? — No ; I 
think he is a plucky young Irishman. 

7507. “ He said, ‘ Of course you are aware 
what influence the Catholic clergy have, and 
what resources they can avail themselves of. If 
they denounce off tlie altar the men who are 
prosecuting such a candidature, I need not tell 
you what effect it would have upon the people 
of the county ; no matter how popular Mr. 
J'lartin may be, it will bear with very little 
weight against the. great influence of the clergy.’” 
Did you suggest such denunciations to be levelled 
against this gentleman ? — On the contrary. 

7508. lie says he was a little hoarse from 
shouting the day before ? — I did not observe it. 

7509. “ I gave Father Shelley to understand 
that I would wait as quietly as I possibly could 
the fresh meeting of the clergy which he was to 
have convened at the end of tlm week.” Did 
any such thing pass between you ? — Not a par- 
ticle. 

7510. Was there any arrangement, or expres- 
sion, to lead to such a conclusum? — No; except 
my reasoning with Mi-. Murtagh to tlie effect of 
making liiin promise me that from thac day for- 
ward he would take no public part in the trans- 
actions of the election, but he would vote witli 
Mr. Martin, and he made it a condition that I 
ivonld see Mr. Sullivan, of Dublin, and endea- 
vour to induce him to come to some understand- 
ing, and I promised I would see Mr. Sullivan, of 
Dublin, if I had time. 

7511. Did that advice proceed honestly from 
on, and in good faith, having regard to your 
nowledge of the county and the feeling of the 

voters? — Yes. 

7512. And did your personal regard for Mr. 
Murtagh operate upon you in offering that 
advice ? — Most unquestionably. 

7513. Were you a witness of any treating, or 
any refreshment to non-electors? — I was. 

7514. To non-electors ? — To non-electors, and 
non-electors only. 

7515. Did you do that with any view of in- 
fluencing the election, or polling votes? — Un- 
questionably not. 

7516. Was it done with the view of keeping, 
if necessary, bands of young men together ? — 
Unless some organisation of the sort was estab- 
lished there could he no election in the county. 

7517. And finding such an organisation did 
you, to a certain extent, aid them in getting them 
refreshment?— Decidedly. 

7518. Did you bribe any man ? — No. 

7519. Did you attempt to intimidate anv ? — 
Notone. 

7520. Did you attempt to bring any unfair 
influence to operate upon any man’s mind ? — 
No. 



7521. Are you aware of the general state of 
feeling among the voters in your district? — 
Yes. 

7522. Was that feeling one of anxiety and 
alacrity to vote for the choice of the people on 
tlie 10th of December ? — Yes ; and the result of 
the election proves tliat if the pcoide of the 
county of ijongford were left to themselves, 
they would almost all unanimously elect Mr. 
Grevillc. 

7523. What do you think would have been 
tlie .state of things, from your knowledge of the 
county, if there had been no organisation to 
counteract the Martinitc mob as to the polling ? 
— I think the priests and the pcnjile of the 
county of Longford would have had to stay at 
home. 

7524. In fact, there would have been no poll- 
ing to signify at all? — No. 

7525. Were you guilty that you are aware of 
any corrupt sinister comlnct in reference to this 
election at all ? — Notliiug of the kind. 

7526. Was any man ever paid for liis house 
that you know of? — Not one. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Butt. 

7527. When you say you were the medium of 
treating non-clectovs, how much money did you 
spend in that way ? — I could not tell ; I kept no 
account. 

7528. Could you give me an idea how much 
money ; whetlier it was 5,000 1. or 5 1. ? — Be- 
tween the two. 

7529. Do you think you spent 100?. ? — No. 

7530. In Mr. Reynolds’ book it appears that 
j’Ou got 60 1. ? — Yes, 1 tliink I got about that. 

7531. I sec on the 10th of December, “ Rev. 
John Skelley, for non-electors, 10/.”? — Yes. 

7532. Do yon reciollect getting that ? — I do. 

7533. On tlie 24th of December, “ liev. John 
Skelley, for non-elcctors, 20 /.” ?--Yes. 

7534. “Thomas Maxwell, to meet the oalla of 
clergymen on the day of polling, 200 1 . ; the Eev. 
John Skelley, for same, 50/.”? — Yes. 

7535. It would appear altogether about 80 1. ? 
— I think I did, and more. 

7536. How much move did you get? — I think 
that altogether about 150/. parsed through my 
hands. 

7537. Who did you get it all from? — All from 
Father Reynolds. 

7538. I am sure you expended it honestly for 
the purpose of the election? — Not a question of 
it. 

7539. How did you expend it ? — In paying 
the lion-electors for their attendance at the dif- 
ferent meetings, and in treating them. 

7540. Had you made any arrangements for 
particular persons to be paid to attend any 01 
the meetings ? — I do not understand the ques- 
tion. 

7541. Had you entered into an arrangement 
to attend, and to be paid for it? — When it came 
to my knowledge that a meeting was held, 
whether in Ballymahon or Longford, I sent out 
a large number of non-electors assembled, and 
told them to go to Longford or Ballymahon,^ 
the case might be, and gave them 2 s., 2 5. 6 d., 
or 3 s. 6 rf. ; tliat was the most. 

7542. That was when you heard that the 
Martinites were going to hold a meeting in Bal- 
iyniahon or Lon^ord ? — No; the first meeting 
my parishoners attended was the Saturday after 
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the 4th of December ; that was the Saturday on 
which Ml'. Mai'tiu’s friends made the demonstra- 
tion. 

7543. Did not you know that Mr. Martin’s 
fiiends were coming tiiere to make a demonstra- 
tioij ? — I was not tliere myself. 

7544. You did not take any people there ? — 
No. 

7545. Did you send any people there ? — I sent 
the people there. 

7546. Did you know the Martinites were to 
be ihere? — I had no idea of it j but Father 
Reynolds told me to send in as many ns I could. 

7547. He told you to send in as many as you 
could ; wliere ? — To Longford. 

7548. How many people do you think you paid 
to come into Longford that day ? — I think about 
200 non-electors. 

7549. Do you mean to say you believe that if 
you bad not paid that money, hir. Gre-ville 
would not have been elected ? — I do not say any- 
thing of the sort. 

7550. What did you do it for ?-— To remunerate 
them 5 they had to go in at inclement seasons. 

7551. I think you said if there had not been 
that kind of organisation there would not have 
been an election? — Yes. 

7552. Did you think it ueccssary_ to pay 200 
people to go into Longford ? — I think the 200 
people would have gone into Longford without a 
ihrtiimg. 

7553. Do you think it was necessary to secui-e 
Mr. Greville’s election that you should have sent 
in the 200 people ? — 1 do not think it was. 

7554. In addition to paying them from 2 s. to 
2s. 6d., did you give them drink?— Yes. 

7555. How did you give thein di-ink? — I 
ordered them diduk fi'oni time to time, both in 
Ballymahon and Longford. 

7556. I speak of that one day ?— I wrote to 
my brother-in-law’s house in town, Mr. John 
O’Hagan. I told tliem to call at his house. 1 
wrote to him to treat them, and to be careful if 
an elector presented himself, that he should get 
nothing. 

7557. Did you limit him as to the amount he 
was to give ? — No. 

7558. That was in writing ? — Yes. 

7559. Did you tell liim to treat any non-electors 
who came to him ■lliat day ?— From my parish. 

7560. Did you jiay him afterwards ? — Y es. 

7561. How much did you pay him for it? — 
They were there, not only on that day, but I be- 
lieve on two other days to the best of my recol- 
lection. 

7562. How much did you pay him altogether? 
— About 10 1. 

7563. Did you give any other orders to any 
other public-house ? — I did. 

7564. What other public-house ? — To two 
public-houses in Ballymahon, William Mulvehan 
and Bernard Hanley. 

7565. Is not William Mulvehan an elector ? — 
Yes. 

7566. And voted for Mr. GreviUe? — Yes. 

7567. What was the nature of the order that 
you gave William Mulvehan? — The nature of the 
order wliich I gave to William Mulvehan, and 
the nature of the order that I gave to Bernard 
Hanley (I am only parish priest since June last, 
and those two men that I speak of are‘nativea of 
the parish of which I am parish priest now. I 
did not know the people well, and I went to Mul- 
vehau and Hanley, and said, “You know these 
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people better than I do, and you may give them 
anytliing they require, hut be careful not to give 
anything to electors ; I do not know tliem ; I 
leave them in your hands.” 

7568. What day was that? — That was the first 
meeting at Ballymahon ; that was the only meet- 
ing of Mr. Greville’s supporters. 

7569. Was that oi-der to Mulvehan like thatto 
Mr. O’ Hagan, unlimited?- Y’es, to any iion- 
eleetors who went out in my parish. 

7570. Any non-electovs who went in from your 
parish ? — Y'es. 

7571. And the same as to Hanley 1 — Yes. 

7572. How much did you pay to those men? 
— I think the amount of drink in both houses 
that day was about 6 1. 

7573. And on the otlier days? — It was paid 
to Mulvehan aud Hanley for the whole lot. 

7574. How did you spend the rest of the loO/.? 
— I paid for more whisky. 

7575. Where did you payfor more whisky ? — 
In Keuca, a town in my own parish. 

7576. Who did you pay that to there? — In 
three houses. 

7577. Were the orders you gave to the three 
houses, of the same class aud kind ,• were they 
unlimiled ; was it for any particular individuals 
to get the drink ? — The non-electors on all occa- 
sions. 

7578. Was it left to the discretion of the pub- 
lican to give it to any non-elcctors -who -went in ? 

Yes, but with this precaution, that they sliould 

never give them as much as would make them 
drunk. 

7579. How many public-houses are there iu 
your parish?—! think five. 

7580. Was there a public-house iu your parish 
that you did not give an order to, or did you give 
it to them all ? — I think I divided it amongst 
them all. 

7581. Fairly? — Yes. 

7582. To each public-house did you ^ive an 
order in the same way to treat the non-electors? 
— I thiuk it was substantially the same._ 

7583. In eaclr you gave them a caution to be 
careful to give tlie electors nothing? — Yes. 

7584. Y^ou thought that it was illegal? — I knew 
tliat it was illegal. 

7585. Y'ou thought it prudent to guard against 
it? — Yes. 

7586. As to the non-electors, you left each of 
the five publicans to their discretion?— Only 
when I ordered it. 

7587. On particular days ? — Yes. 

7588. Did you give any oi-dei-s for drink except 
on those i)articular days ? — No. 

7589. What were those days?— On the days 
of the different meetings. 

7590. As I understand you, the days upon 
which you gave these orders were days upon 
which, for some reason or other, it was considered 
desirable that they should attend?— Yes. 

7591. Aud as to the Ballymahon meetinp, it 
was on the days on which you expected the 
Martinites would be there ?— I cannot say that, 
because I believe that Mr. Greville’s supporters 
and Mr. Martin’s supporters never met m Bally- 
mahon in numhei's ; they were notin Ballymahon 
the same day. 

7592. As to Gx-anard, I mean did not they meet 
in Granard ?— I do not know. 

7593. Had you nothing to do with Granard? 

— No, , , , 

7594. How much did you pay the three pub- 

4 licans ? 
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licans? — I think 11/. in one and 11/. in another, 
and I think 3/. in another, as well as I can re- 
collect. 

7505. But there were days upon which each 
public-house in your parish liacUinlimited orders, 
in the discretion of the publican, to give drink to 
non-clectors ? — Yes. 

7506. In paying these people you sjient the 
whole 150/.? — Yes. 

7597. Did you give any' of it to any other 
clergyman ? — No. 

7598. I see 50/. for calls for clergymen; did 
you have anything to do with that? — No. 

7599. You spent it in your own parish? — Yes, 
and I gave to people not belonging to ray paiasli, 
too. 

7600. But it was in your parish ? — Yes. 

7601. You did not tell the people to bring in 
their cars, and iiroraise tiiein that they should be 
paid for them ? — Yes, I did. 

7602. What did you say to the people about 
their cars? — "What I said to the people about 
their cars was this : ray parish is a country 
parish, and tliere was no possibility of getting 
hired cars ; that is, post-cai's ; and I said, any 
of them that were not able to get in or get post- 
cars could bring their own, but just a mere ar- 
rangement or suggestion. 

7603. To bring their oivn? — Yes; that they 
were to change their cars; I did not believe it 
was illegal. 

7604. That is, it would be quite legal for a 
man to come in on hia own car ? — Yes. 

7605. And did you proyiose to avoid the ille- 
gality by saying a man was to come in on his 
neighbour’s car and his neighbour on liis ? — 
Yes. 

7606. How much were they to get ? — £. 1. 

7607. When you promised the 1 1. for each car, 
had you any authority for it, or did you fix the 
1 /. afterwards ? — No. 

7608. YVho fixed it? — It was ai-ranged at the 
meeting held here in Longford. 

7609. It was not an extensive clerical meet- 
ing ? — I believe it was. 

7610. YVere you there ? — Yes. 

7611. YYho was at the meeting? — A great 
many priests. 

7612. Was Father Reynolds there ? — Yes. 

7613. When was that meeting held? — Some 
short time before the poll-day; I cannot say the 

day. 

7614. Was not it held for the purpose of 
making arrangements for bringing in the voters ? 
— Yes, decidedly. 

7615. Did you undertake at that meeting to 
bring any voters from your parish ? — I did. 

7616. As fai‘ as you know, did the other 
priests who were present undertake each to at- 
tend and bi-ing in the voters from their own 
parish ? — Yes. 

7617. "Was it at that meeting that it was ar- 
ranged that you should caution the people against 
■coming in on tbeir own cars ? — Yes. 

7618. Because they could not he paid Wally, 
and to tell them to change their cars ? — It was 
not exactly that; it was never intended that 
money should be given as bribery to the voters. 
It wiis impossible to procure cars, and the 
county and the neighbouring counties were so 
excited and in such a state of rebellion, that it 
was found impossible to get post-<iarB to take any 
voters to the poll, and some arrangements had to 
•be made in order for the voters to be brought in. 



7619. You said, ancl I do not tlirow the least 
doubt upon it, as I understand jyou, tlie advice 
you gave to Mr. Murbigli Avas a friendly warning 
of the consequence of his act ? — I did not make 
use of tlic word warning. 

7620. It was that, in substance? — It was ad- 
vice; I think warning is a stronger term ; it -was 
not intended by me as u threat. 

7621. I did not say that it was intended as a 
threat ? — No, nor a warning either. 

7 622. At tlie time of that conversation between 
you and him, had anything taken ])bicR except 
the private clerical meeting at St. Mels ? — Yes • 
the public deinoustratioii iiindc by Mr. Murtawh 
and hi.s friends in Longford tlie previous day. 

7623. Mr. Grcville’u address had been issued, 
had it ? — I Think so. 

7624. But no public meeting had adopted Mr. 
Greville as a candidate? — Yes. 

7625. Whatever yon said to Mr. Murtngh was 
founded entirely upon tlie fact that the clerical 
party had generally agreed to support him ? — 
No, it ivas not founded on that. 

7626. On what was it founded?— On his con- 
duct the previous clay ; my advice was founded 
upon that. 

7627. You denied it, in the sense in which it 
was put to you ; you denied having said that the 
priests would use every engine at then' command? 
— I never said anything of the sort. 

7628. Did not you tell him that the priests 
were prepared to exert tlicmsclves very strongly 
to return Mi-. Greville ? — I told him that the 
priests wore imauimous. 

7629. And they would exert themselves? — 
Yes. 

7630. Very strongly? — No, in proportion as 
they •were attacked. 

7631. It was a friendly conversation? — Yes. 

7632. Did you, in the course of tiiat conver- 
satiou, say that tlie priests would speak from the 
altar upon the subject of the election; not in a 
threatening way ? — I dare say I did. 

7633. And you helieved what you were telling 
him to be really true ? — I did, most undoubt- 
edly. 

7634. I suppose the advice you gave to him 
you would have given to anybocly else? — Yes; I 
would have giT-en it to my own brother, or any 
other friends. 

Be-examined by Mr. Seijeant Armstrong. 

7635. I find here, under the 18tli of December, 
“ Rev. John Skelley, for non-electors, 10/.?” — 
That is correct- 

7636. “24thDecembcr,theRev. John Skelley, 
for non-electors, 20 /.”? — Yes. 

7637. On tlie 1st of Januai-y 1870 the entir 
which precedes it runs thus: “ihomas Maxwell, 
to meet the calls of clergymen, on the day 
of polling, &c., 200 /. ” ; and -(dien there is, 
under that, a third item, referred to by my 
learned friend <raposite, “Rev. John Skelley, for 
same 50/.”? — I got no money for that purpose 
at all. 

7638. What did you get the 50/. for? — For 
the non-electors. 

7639. I may tak Mr. Reynolds {^To the Rev. 

Mr. Reynolds,') Do you see that entry? — Yes; 
I made that entry in reference to what was 
passing in my mind, as to the other clergymen, 
for the non-electors, but not for tlieir being 
called in by anybody. 

7640. It 
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7640. It does not refer to the last antecedent? 
—No. 

7641. Mr. Butt^ I see in your book no other 
entry to Mr. Skelley; it appears yon did give 
him more ; I presume it is included in thatgeiie- 
ral item of 200/.? — M^’Eat^ver money I gave 
Father Skelley i entei’ed in Father SkelTey’s 
name. 

7642. There is not so much as he said he got? 
— There is 90 ?. ; and tl»e entries yon are looking 
at are, whenever I draw a cheque in my own 
favour I charged myself with it in a different set 
of entries : and amongst the disbursements there 
were 18 1. or 20 /., given to Father Skelley. 

7643. Not entered in his name? — Yis, it is, 
lujiuinally ; it comes in actually in the disburse- 
ments aftei'wai'ds. 

7644. Mr. Serjeaut.4r»Js//'<»m(totlie/Ff>ni-i's),] 
I do not know whether that order was for any 
particular purpose or any particular day ? — It was 
confined to the meeting day. 

7645. You stale that there was a notoriously 
apprehensive difficulty as to getting post cars? — 
It was impossible to get them. 

7646. And to get W-ses to be risked, and men 
to risk their lives? — Yes. 

7647. And you had to make other arrange- 
ments for men ulio could not walk ? — Yes. 

7648. And you got other men’s cars? — Yes. 

7649. And nothing was paid ?— No. 

7650. iir. Justice F?fr^«ra/cf.] I want to know 
exactly what you told the people about the cars, 
after the meeting iu Longford ? — I told them that 



any of them coming could bring their friends, or 
persons tliat could not walk in could hire tlieir Shifey 

cars to each other, and tliey were to get 1 7. 

if _ 2AprjilU7o. 

76-51. If they liired tiie cars one to another, a 
man would get 1 /. for the lure of his car ? — 

Yes. 

7652. Did you state to them who would pay 
the 1 7. r— 1 did not. 

7653. Did you promise to pay it yourself? — 

I did not. 

7654. Was there any suggestion made to any 
elector that lie should not walk in? — None Avhat- 
ever. 

7655. Hu was to come in as best he could? — 

Yes. 

7656. If he hired his car to bring any friends 
he would be paid 1 7. ? — Yes, the same as the post 
car. 

7657. Was tli.it the ordinary pay for a post 
car ? — Yes. 

7658. Did you pay for any of these cars after- 
wards ? — I did. 

7659. To whom? — A poor widow wuman with 
a large family had a horse and car, aud I paid her 
1 /. out of my own pocket. 

7660. Was that the only one that you paid ? — 

That was the only money that I e^•er paid. 

7661. Mr. Serjeant I need scarcely 

ask you has she a note? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. Thomas Maxwell, re-called; Examined by Mr. McL.auijhliin 



7662. You have been already examined on the 
other side ? — Yes. 

7663. Were you in court when a man of the 
name of l^tulveban gave his evidence? — No. 

7664. He s.iys he went in to you, and you gave 
him 1 7., and you hardly said anything about it 
when you gave it to liim, and that you were dis- 
tributing money that day in the hotel, or the hotel 
yard ? — There was not i s. giveu out that day, on 
the 23rd, nor we had not a single man on Gve- 
villc’s side on Ballymahon ; that day the town 
was taken up by the Martinites. 

7665. On that day or any other day did you give 
him 17. for bribing him?— -On the virtue of my 
oath I never gave him 6 d. to my knowledge; if 
any money was giveu out it must have been on 
the Thursday or Friday, the 16th. 

7666. Tell us how money was given out tliat 
d.iy, and how it might ha^'c occurred ? — There 
was a large number of non-electois in that town 
on that day, and there was a meeting held in 
Ballymahon on behalf of Mr. Greville, and there 
were resolutions passed adopting Mr. Greville, aud 
on that day there were a great number of uoa-elec- 
tors in Ballymahon, on behalf of Mr. Greville. 

7667. Alai-ge crowd? — .4 great number of re- 
spectable men, farmers’ sons, and those kind of 
people. 

7668. Some money was given to them ; to what 
amount ? — I dare say there might be 10 7. or 20 7. 
given out that day. 

7669. How many people were there there ? — 
Two hundred or three hundred, I should think. 

7670. Were they electors or non-electors? — 
There was not a single elector amongst the whole 
of them to my knowledge the money was con- 
fined to the people in the parish, to our own 
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people ; each locality took care of their own non- 
electors. 

7671. Do you remember having given this man 
any money at all ? — I never gave him 1 s. to my 
recollection, either directly or indirectly. 

7672. Yon have alread!y said that you never 
bribed this man ? — No. 

7673. Do you remember seeing this man in 
your shop a little while before that ? — I saAV him 
in my shoiJ last 'Ihursday three weeks; I never 
knew’ he was a voter at all till I heard he was 
bribed by some men in Cashel, and it was only 
when I got the bill of particulars in my shop that 
T found it was alleged that I brllied him. I asked 
him, in the presence of my young men, was it true • 
what I heard, that he was bribed. He denied it 
in the presence of my three young men. He said, 

“ Certain men said I was bribed, but I was not 
bribed ; ” and at the time I put the question I was 
not aware that I was the person who was alleged 
to have bribed him. 

7674. Now, coming to the 200 7. referred toby 
my learned friend, was that money expended? — 
No. 

7675. It was not called upon? — No. 

7676. Was any portion of it called upon? — 
No. 

7677. Do you still hold it to accountfor? — The 
money is in the bank. 

7678. Is that the reason it is not accounted for? 
— That is the reason. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Exhaiu. 

7679. How much did you get altogether ? — I 
got 160 7. or 169 7., and I think after that there 
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was a cheque lor 200/. seut over ; that is the en- 
tire money I pot. 

7680. A cheque for 200/., for what? — A letter 
directed to me with a list of tlie clergymen’s names 
from the different parishes who would cal! if it 
was wanted. 

7681. Ami they did not call ? — 'Huiy did call, 
aud I liad 251. or -.0/. tmi of tlie 169?. tiuit I 
gave to some of tiie clergymen wlio called upon 
me. I had a li.stof tlie clergymen : three or four 
did not call upon me that w'ere named in Father 
Rcyiiold.s’ letter. 

7682. Jlr. Justice FUzytrfild.'] Is the 2(«i I un- 
touched i — Untouched. 

7683. Youik". gave it hack tti Mr. ilcvnolda? 
—No. 

7684. Why? — There was one of the clergy- 
men named in my letter stated that he had a de- 
mand of 13 /. or 16 /. for money he advanced. 

7685. "Who is that — The Nev. Mr. Smith, of 
Ballymahon ; he got no money at all; but he said 
he had a d 'lnaud of 15/. or 16/. for money he 
ailvaiiced, and tlivee other clergymen, Father 
Wheeler, .• ather Youk, aud another clergyman, 
who diclui.it call upon me., who were mentioned in 
Fatlier Heyuokls’ letter. 

7686. When did Mr. Sinitli call upon you?— - 
He has not called upon me ; he told me a fort- 
night ago that ho had a demand of 15 /. or 16/.; 
that hehad not nutdo up ills aceouni. 

7687. As he only said that a fortnight ago, why 
did not you when the day of election was ovei' 
send it back to Mr. Reynolds? — I consulted with 
Father Smith, and some of the other priests, aud 
I think there arc some tally-rooms to be settled 
for that were taken for tlie election. 

7688. This was for the purpose of the clergy 
whose names were mentioned on the list ; when 
did you consult about it with the clergy ? — I was 
speaking to Father Smith a few days after the 
election. 

7689. You say with the clergy; was he tite 
only one you spoke to? — I tliink so; I think he 
was the oulj- man I spoke to. 

7090. Do you mean to say that there were tally- 
rooms taken there /—Yes, 

7691. Did you know that Mr. Reynolds was 
the conducting ageut ? — I did not know anything 
about it. 

7692. Mr. Christophei- Reynolds, I believe? — 
Yes, of course. 

7693. Did not you know that the tally-rooms 
were generally paid for by the conducting agent? 
— Indeed, I did not. 

7694. And you never sent him any account or 
message about the tally-rooms ?— No, 1 did not. 

7695. Had you a conaucting agent down there? 
— Yes, we had. 

7696. When did he come?— He was in Bally- 
mahi.n for three, four, or five days. 

7697. "Who is he? — Mr. Drien and Mr. 
O’Brien. 

7698. Is Mr. Drien a professional man? — 
Yes. 

7699. You never sent in any account for the 
tally-rooms ? — No. 

7700. Who were the other clergymen named 
in the letter that you were to give money to ? — 



Father Fitzgerald, Father Wheeler, Father Yorke 
and Father Smith. ’ 

7701. People that you gave the 30 /. odd to; 
you say you gave 30 /. out of the 169 /., and you 
gave it to them? — 1 think I gave 10/. or 1.5 /. to 
Rather O’fleill.y. 

7702. 1 ialk Ilf the balance? — I gave it to 
Farber O’Reilly. 

770.'i. Father Samuel O’Reilly? — Yes. 

7704. You said the reason you did not give the 
20i>/. til any of those named in the list was that 
you had 30 1. lying over, and you gave it to some 
of the men? — No, those were tJie clergymen 
named in the letter with other gentlemen, and 
they did not call. 

7705. Were there any other gentlemen named 
in the Icttci- besides the clergy ? — Fatlier Smith 
was named, and Father Geofiegau aud Father 
Michael O’Reilly, and those men who did not 
call. 

7706. Were tlici’e any geutlemen n.ained iu 
that letter, or persons otiier tlian tlie clergy? — 
No. 

7707. No one?— -No. 

7708. ITow much money did you give tlie 
clergy altogether?— T think the entire sum I gave 
was 165/. or 169/. 

7709. To the clergy? — No, not to the clergy; 
I gave away part ol'it myself. 

77 10. Where was it that yon had the interview 
with .Ur. Smith after the election? — Everyday 
I had ail interview. 

7711. Did you consult him as to whether yon 
should send back the 200/. to Mr. Reynolds? — 

1 told biiii there was a large sum of money iu my 
hands, and I had a list of clergymen who were 
to call upon me. for money ; aud lie said, “ There 
is money that is owing to me, but I have not 
made up my account; I wish you would give it 
me that I may give back the amount to Father 
Reynolds.” 

7712. Did you ajijily to the other men men- 
tioned ill the list? — No, they did not conic to me 
since. 

7713. Mr. JFxhmn.'] How much of the 160/. 
did you give away yourself to persons you really 
do not recollect? — I think I gave prohahly 40 /. 
out cf it ; it covered five weeks. 

7714. Did you give it in sums of 1 /., or silver, 
01- what ? — I gave it in half-crowns ; 2 s. each to 
the noil-electors who came in. The .Martinites 
had two or three great field-days, aud those men 
came in belonging to our own parish, and there 
was a large number of men came iu from the 
adjoining parishes; buttlioseineu were taken c.are 
of hy respectable people in the parisli aud the 
clergyman belonging to it. 

7716. What was the largest sum you gave 
away ? • -I think the largest sum I gave away was 

2 s. 6 </., and on one occasion I gave 5 s. to one 
man who remained. The reason was this: he 
told me there was a great number of Martinites 
coming in, and I did not understand giving away 
money, and he stopped iu to see that I gave the 
money away properly. I gave liim 5 s. for ^ving 
the hint 5 he was a man of the name of Kelly. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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John M'Keun, svvoi-a ; Ljx:iinUied by Mr. Syerjtjnnt \rmstronff. 



7716- I BELIEVE you live in thv town of Long- 
fonl?— Yes. 

7717. Are you ii voter? — No. 

7718. Did you bear any part of tlie evidence of 
a man of the name of Thomas Casey, who de- 
scribed himself ns a labouring man ? — I did nut ; 
I was not in the court at the time. 

7719. Do you know a mnn of the name of 
Patrick Owens? — I do. 

7720. Did you upon any da)' during the elec- 
tion, or having reference to the election, or ever 
at all, give this man Owens 32 two-and-si-vpences? 
— I never gave him a shilling or a sixpence in 
the wh'de course of my lifetime. 

7721. Or 4 1. ? — I never gave him a shilling or 
a sixpence in the whole course of my lifetime. 

7722. Did he ever call upon you, and did you 
give him 32 two-.aiid-sixpences or 4/., which is 
the same thing; did you give it him? — He did 
come into the house wlicre 1 was, and there was 
a man present and he demanded money of me, 
and 1 told him I had no money to give him ; and 
there was another man along with him, and the 
other man threatened to beat me because I would 
not give money. I tol<l them I had no money to 
give them. 

7723. Was it not at your own hou.se? — No, a 
house C'.iuvenient, bel"nging to a man of the name 
Ilf Curdy. 

7724. You never gave liim any inoiioy?— I 
never gave him a farthing. 

7725. Casey say.s fliat from the opposite side 
of the street from your house — what is the M’Idth 
of that street? — It is 26 yards the width of the 
street, from wall to wall. 

7726. That is the street leading from the main 
street dowu to the catliedral ? — No; it is Bally- 
mnhon -street. 

7727. He says that he was standing at the 
opposite side of the street, and that you had your 
window open, and he saw you giving the 32 half- 
crowns to Owens ; did that happen i — No. 

7728. Do you know the Rev. Father Rey- 
nolds? — Yes. 

7729. Did you, to the end of the election, take 
an intere.^t in the election? — Yes, I did. 

7730. Did you hear that there were mobs being 
got up iu foreign counties to come into Longford ? 
— Yes, 1 heard that there was foreign raideus to 
come ill ; that is, men from difterent counties. 

7731. Did you, in consequence of that, make 
any v oluntary offer to the Rev. Mr. Reynolds, or 
anybody else, as to what you were willing to do 
to counteract these fello’ws? — Yes, I did; I 
volunteered to protect the Rev. Father Reynolds 
and the priests in the town, and the voters who 
were goiim to vote for Mr. Grcville. 

7732. Did you consider protection necessary? 
— Yes, I considered it was absolutely necessary 
to have protection to save the lives of the people. 

7733. Had you heard that there were to be 
coal porters brought from Dublin? — Yes, and 
also men from 'i’ipperary. 

7734. Did you make yoiu'self active in getting 
non-electors to prepare against these invaders? 
— I did. 

7735. Did you get money for the piu-pose of 
giving refreshment or remuneration to these non- 
electors ? — Yes. 

178. 



7736. About how imicli altogether? — To i'lie 
amount of 103 /. 

7737. Did you apply any of that money, save 
for tlie purpose for which it was intended and 
given to you, to pay non-elcetors ; did you give 
auj' to voters? — Not one farthing. 

7738. Had you anything to do with bribing 
any voters to vote ? — I never bribed or seduced 
any luau in any way whatever to vote for Mr. 
Gveville. 

7739. From whom did you hear the coal 
porters and the ’! ipperary men being about to 
come? — T lieard it in Martin’s committee-ronm. 
in the house where the committee was held. 

77-H>. Did you at that time hear threats <>f 
violence agaiust tlic Grevilleites ? — Yes. 

V741. Were they prevalent through the ti»wn ? 
- T was thi'catcned myself several limes that my 
lite would be taken if I would interfere in the 
con:c5-!. 

7742. Did you believe that the town was in 
danger iu consequence of those threats ? — Yes; I 
believed if the counteracting forces did not come 
in from the country, that we would be all mas- 
sacred. I was obliged several times to make 
application to the county iusjiector of cousta- 
bulary for some of the c*.instabulavy to giiavcl me 
at night. 

7743. In yemr ho(i.«e ? — Yes, in tlie ii»u-<e 
where i was threatened. 

7744. Could you give me the names of some of 
the aiore di.stinguished and eminent meiuhers of 
the Martin committee ? — Yes. 

7745. Will you do so? — Slepheu Joseph 
Meany, Felix Kennedy, those are the men I saw 
attending tlie committee-i’ooms, and John Quin. 

7746. Is Mr. Felix Kennedy a man of large 
estate ? — He is a brokeu-Jown potato mcrebant, 
and he collapscil. 

7747. Anybody else ; auy other eminent mem- 
ber ? — I saw a man of the name of Sullivau. 

7748. "VYhich of the two; is that the tall gen- 
tleman ? — He i« gone ; he wiis here to-day. 

7749. Did you see his brother? — Yes. 

7750- Did you see Slapfain Ivinvin? — Yes; I 
saw him several times. 

7751. What was he captain of? — I on.nuot say; 
but he made himself an efficient member of the 
committee by going through the country. 

7752. Doing what / — Org.iuising parties. 

7753. Did you see anybody else ; was there a 
Captain O’Donovan? — Yes. 

7754. Did they all go by captains, these men? 
— I think they all had military titles. 

7755 You did not see any of their commis- 
sions ? — I did uot. I heard iu the coimnittce- 
rooms that the man Captain Kirwin 

7756. Mr. Butt.l Do uot say what you 
heard. 

7757. Mr. Serjeant Armslrong.1 Who did you 
hear it from ?— The committee-riiom. 

7758 Mr. Who did you hear it from ? 

— I heard it from Miss Syrne. 

7759. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.^ Was Mr. 
Murtagh there at the time ? — I did not see. him 
then. 

7760. Did you see him recently before that? 
— I often saw him there. 

7761. Is this Miss Naunv Byrne? — Yes. 

x2 ■ 7762. Who 



J. M‘Keon, 
2 April 1 870. 
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J.M^Kton. 7762. Who serves the siibpcenas for_ Mr. 

Hanley?— Yes, and gives ail the information to 

sApnl 1870- the Martinites. 

7763. Is Miss Byrne a member of the com- 
mittee?—! think sfie is as active as any member 
boliinging to the committee. 

7764. I think yon ought to tell us what she 

said ? 

Mr. Butt objected to the Witness telling 
what he heard. 

Mr. Justice FitzgernJd upheld the objec- 
tion. 

7765. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.'] Give us the 
rest of the committee ? — I saw a man of the name 
of James Hanley going into the committee. 

7766. Was he in court ? — I cannot say whether 
I saw him in court. 

7767. Do yon see him now?— Yes, there he is 
(pointing to a person in court).^ 

7768. What is his pursuit in life? 

Mr. Butt.] Does your Lordship really 
think that tliis is evidence ? 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald!] It is evidence 
with regard to tlie position of Martin’s com- 
mittee ; the ease that you made out renders 
this of some importance. 

7769. Mr. Serjeant What is Mr. 
Hanley? — I cannot say what he is. 

7770. Is he so unknown to fame that you can- 
not say what he is ? — I do not know what he is ; 
he wants to get into places where he could get 
some money from parties. 

7771. What is he?— He was in the hotel for 
some time cleaning horses. 

7772. What is Mr. John Quinn, one of the 
oonnnittee ? — He keeps a public-house. 

7773. Mr. Jame.s B. Murtagh was one of them? 
—Yes. 

7774. Was it necessary for your own personal 
protection that tliere sliould be this defensive 
body?— Yes. 

7775. That you really tliink ? — Yes. 

7776. Was there any violence towards your 
own house or at your oivn bouse? — Yes; the house 
was broken in, the window was broken, and the 
bar across the window was torn from its place. 

7777. Did anything happen to your brother ? 
— Yes; my brother was severely beaten. 

7778. By the Martinites ? — Yes, by tlie mem- 
bers of the committee. 

7779. Who was it actually beat him ; were 
you present when he got a good licking ? — I saw 
Captain Eirwin on the street that night at the 
time he was beaten. I saw Hanley the same 
night along with the members of the com- 
mittee. 

7780. Then, any money you spent upon the 
non-electors, did you spend it for the purpose of 
getting votes or influencing votes? — It was simply 
for the piu'pose of saving the electors of the town 
of Longford, and also the priests. 

7781. Was it to influence or seduce any man 
to give his vote ? — Certainly not. 

7782. Were you subpoenaed by the petitioners? 
— I was. 

7783. Have you tlie honour of being personally 
acc^ujunted with them? — I would not wish to be 
acquainted with such characters. 

7784. I believe you have a brother who has a 
vote? — Yes. 



7785. And he voted for Mr. Nugent? — Yes. 

7786. Is he a respectable man 01 the county? 
—Yes. 



Cross-e.xamined by Mr. Butt. 

7787. You organised tliis defence force; did 
you say that? — Ycb. 

7788. What defence force did you organise? — 
Men to protect the people of the town of Long- 
ford and the ]iviests. 

7789. How did you organise that? — I spoke to 
tliem from time to time. 

7790. To whom did you speak? — I spoke to 
the men in tlie town. 

7791. To whom did you speak in the town? — 
In fact, almost to every man that I knew would 
be of any service. 

7792. Will you name anyone you spoke to 
about organising any defence force?— I spoke to 
a man of the name of James Tyrrell. 

7793. Where does he live? — In the town. 

7794. What is he? — A labourer. 

7795. What did you say to him? — That it 
would be absolutely necessary to have a counter- 
acting force to save our lives against the raiders 
that were expected to attack us. 

7796. When did you say tliis to James Tyirell ? 
— I cannot say. 

7797. Was'it before the public meeting in the 
court-liouse ? — In the very commencement 
of it. 

7798. How long before the public meeting in 
the court-house did you say tliis to James Tyr- 
rell ? — That I cannot say. 

7799. I suppose you say you would not know 
the petitioners; are you acquainted witli James 
Tyrrell ? — I am acquainted with him. 

7800. Do you know anything of his antece- 
dents? — I cannot state. 

7801. Do you know that he is a convict?— I 
think you are under a mistake. 

7802. Was he ever in gaol ? — Not to my 
opinion ever. 

7803. How much money did you give James 
Tyrrell? — He received liis part the same as any 
other man. 

7804. How much money did you give lum? 

I cannot say. 

7805. Did you give him a pound?— I cannot 
say. 

7806. Did you give him 10 1. ? — I cannot say. 

7807. Did you give him 20/.?— I cannot say. 

7808. Did you give him 10/.?— No. 

7809. I ask you upon your oath? — I did not 
give him 10/. 

7810. Did you give him 9/. ? — I did not. 

7811. Did you give him 8/. ? — I cannot say. 

7812. Did you give him 8/., on your oath? 
No. 

7813. Did you give him 7 1 ? — No. 

7814. bix pounds? — No. 

7815. Five pounds? — No. 

7816. Four pounds? — I cannot say. 

7817. Did you give him 4/.? — I cannot say. 

7818. Did you keep any account of what you 
got ? — I kept no account. 

7819. Did you hear Mr. Maxwell swear posi- 

tively that he took an account from you of every 
penny you expended ? 

Mr. HtPLaughlan.] I think he did not say 
so ; my learned friend is in en'or. 

7820. Mr. 
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7820. Mr. Butt.'] Did you give in an account 7860. What were these orders for?— For j. M'Keon. 

of the money you got ? — I did. drink. 

7821. To whom? — The Rev. Father James 7861, Was it porter or whisky? — I tliiuk I 5 ApriIi 87 o. 

Reynolds. ^ ^ ^ gave an order for some porter and some whisky. 

7822. Did you give in the names of the persons 7862. Was it the same order or different days ; 

on wliom yon had spent the money? — I did was it in one order? — The first time I gave an 
not. order was, to the best of my opinion, for about 

7823. Did you keep any account of it your- 31 barrels of porter. 

self? — There was a man to keep the account. 7863. Did you give an order for whisky?— Yes. 

7824. Who was that man ? — William Kirvan. 7864. Did you pay him ? — I cannot tell you 

7825. What is he ? — He is a land surveyor. what I paid liim. 

7826. Did he enter down every penn}' you 7865. Did you pay O’Hagan anything ? — Yes. 

spent? — No, he did not. 78G6. How much? — I cannot say. 

7827. Did anyone keep an account of the 7867. Did you pay him 10/.? — I cannot say 

money you laid out ? — He kept the account. how much I paid him- 

7828. How did he keep the account ? — A part 7868. Did you pay him 20 /. ? — No. 

of the money. 7869. You did not? — No, I did not. 

7829. How much money did he keep of the 7870. Did you pay him more than 10/.? — I 

amount ? — I cannot aay. paid him some money, I cannot tell the amount. 

7830. How did he keep the account? — He 7871. Did you give an order on any other ptib- 

entei'ed it in a book. ' lie-house besides OTTagan? — Yes. 

7831. Where did he get the information to 7872. iVh.at was that? — An order for whisky 

enter ? — From me. and porter. 

7832. Did you tell him all the money you 7873. What public-house was that? — .Tames 

spent? — I did not. Divine. 

7833. Why did yoiinot? — Because he was not 7874. When did yon give that order ? — Before 
engaged at the time I received part of the money. Christmas. 

7834. Up from a given time, did he enter all 7875. Was there any other public-house you 

the money ? — Not all, because he would not be gave orders on? — I gave an order on Miss Far- 
witli me tiie whole of the time. rcll, Bridget Farrell. 

7835. Do I understand you to say that you 7876. Who is she ? — A young woman who 

have no complete account to show tlie money yon keeps a public-house in Baliymahon-stveet. 
spent? — No. 7877. Any other? — I gave an order on a man 

7836. How much money did you get? — £.103. named Pat Dowd. 

7837. How did you spend it? — I gave it to 7S78. How much was his order? — Icannotsay. 

non-electoi's. 7870. Was it 10/.? — No. 

7838. Did you give any of it in drink? — Yes. 7880. Any other public-house? — I gave an 

7839. Did you give any orders for drink? — Yes. order on amau named John Finney. 

7840. Tell me any public-house upon which 7881. Any other ? — I gave an order on 
vou gave orders for drink ? — I gave an order on Catherine Finney. 

Mr. O’Hagan’s. 7882. Any otter ? — Mrs. Hauagan. 

7841. "VWien was that ? — I cannot say. 7883. Any other ; Peter Flood, did you give 

7842. Was it before or after Christmas? — Be- an order on him? — I do not remember giving an 

fore Christmas. order to Peter Flood. 

7843. What was that order ? — Icannotsay. 7884. Is there any other that you have given 

7844. How did you give it? — Mostly verbal an order to; perhaps it would be the shortest 

orders. way to ask, is tliere any public-house in Long- 

7845. What did you say? — To give so much foul on which you did not give an order ? — There 

drink. ' is a public-house in Longford on which I did not 

7846. How much drink? — Icannotsay. give an order. 

7847. Did you tell him to give a gallon of 7885. Which is that; is that Miss Sutcliffe’s? 

drink? — It might have been either move or less. — I did not give an order for drink upon Miss 

7848. Did you name the quantity of drink? — Sutcliffe. 

I suppose two or three half barrels of porter. 7886. Is there any other one that you did not 

7849. Did you name the quantity he was to give an order on? — Yes ; I did not give an order 

give? — To the best of my opinion. to Billy Farrell, in Water-street. 

7S50, I ask you, upon your oath, did you name 7887. Why? — If I went down to mve Billy 
the quantity oi diink he was to give, when you Farrell an order, I would not come down here 
gave him the order ? —On my oaSi, I cannot tell to-day. 

the quantity of drink. 7888. Is tliat an eneni;^-’s camp?— Yes. 

7851. I do not ask that; did you name any 7889. Was there a friend of jMr. Greville- 

quantity ? — Yes, I did at the time. Nugent that you did not give an order to m Long- 

7852. How many orders did you give to ford, a publican, or one of your own friends ; is 

O’PIagan ? — I cannot say how many orders I there a [luhlican in Longford that you did not 
gave. give an order to ? — I ^ave an order to tlie Mar- 

7853. Did you give him inoi-e than one? — I tinites as well as the GreviHites. 

think I did. 7890. Wiiat Jlartinite did you give an order 

7854. Are you sure ? — No. to ? — I gave an order in the committee-room. 

7855. Did you give him ten ? — I cannot tell. 7891. That is Miss Byrne’s ? — Yes. 

7856. Did you give him five? — I cannot say. 7892. What aie the particulars of tliat order ? 

7857. Did you give liim more than one? — I — I met jiarties coming in from the country, and 

cannot say the number of orders I gave him. I gave a drink order. 

7858 Did you give him more than one ? — Idid. 7893. Will you tell me, has Miss Byrne a 

7859. Did you give three ? — I cannot say. public-house ? — Yes. 

178. T 3 7894. And 
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J. WKecti, 7894. And I believe you told me tliat she is a 
— MiU'tinite ?— Yes. 

2 Ai)riiiS 70 . 7895. U|<on wliar occasion did you favour her 
with nu order? — I was standing outride tlic door, 
and they came to me. 

7896. Who came to you? — Theboya that came 
ill from Hie c.ountry. 

7897. Who were they? — I caniiut state. 

7898. Were they G-reviilite.s? — Vea. 

7899. What brought them there? — They came 
into the town. 

7900. Did they find you sinnding opjiosite the 
Martinites’ connnittee-rooins ? — ’Yes. 

7901. And did you take them in there and 
gii'e them an order ? — I told Miss Byrne to give 
an order for three or four sliUliiigs’ wortli of drink. 

7902. .’\re you sure that they were Crreviilitea ? 
—Yes. 

7903. What brought them up there — The 
Grevillites were up by the committee there 
most days 5 it is a eorner liouse. 

7904. Was there a crowd there when you saw 
them ? — No. 

7905. How niaoy did you take in and give an 
order to? — I sii})pose four or five. 

7906. I suppose we must not go away from 
Hint; is there any other Grevillite public-house 
in Longford to which you did not give an order 
on any one ? — I cannot say. 

7907. Do not you know that yon gave some to 
every Grevillite house? — Ecolly, I cannot saj'. 

7908. Would it not have been unfair not tu 
have done so; have you a friend a publican, in 
Lougforcl, to whom you did not give an order? — 
Yes, there is one. 

7909. I mean publicans? — Yes. 

7910. Tell me his name? — i did not give an 
order to a man named Macann : lie keeps a pnblic- 
hoiiae in Ballymahon-strcet. 

7011. Is he a voter? — I think nut. 

7912. Were there other juiblic lmnse keepers 
von gave orders to, voters? — I do not think any 
houses I gave orders to were voters. 

7913. None at all? — No. 

7914. Did you give Miss Mncan an order? — 
I d d not give lier an order. 

7915. Do yon know any other friendly house 
that you did not give an order to ; is there a 
Peter Macao ? — I do not kuotv a man of the 
name of Peter Macan. 

7916. Pat Macan, is he a publican? — He keeps 
a meal stoie. 

7917. Di es he keep a puMic-house ? — His 
father keeps a public-house. 

7918. Is that Miss Macan?— Ves. 

7919. You did not give her an order I — No. 

7920. Yon did give it to Tiionms Doyle, I 
think you said ? — 

Mr. M‘L(iuffklan.^ If you have the order 
put it into liis hand. 

7921. Mr. />«f#3 Did you give an order to 
Tiiomas Doyle? — I do not remember ever to give 
him an order. 

7922. Do you know Daniel ; you have a great 
respect for the name of Daniel? — It never came 
into my memory to have a great respect for that 
name. 

7923. Do not you call yourself the Daniel 
O’Connell of Longford ? — No. 

7924. Perhaps you call yourself Dan O’Con- 
nell of Longford ; did you ever call yourself that ? 
— No. 

7925. That man Devine, did you give him an 



order? — T do not rememher giving him an 
order. 

7926. Did you give him an order and forget 
it? — I could give 40 ortler-s and forget it with 
sucli excitement. 

7927. And yon giving so many orders? — Yes. 

7928. You might have given a great many 
orders and forget it ? — Certainly. 

7929. You said if you had not given the orders 
and iii'ganiscd this dcteuce force, you believed 
yon would all have been massacred? — Yes. 

7930. Do you believe it? — Yes, I do; I be- 
lieve we would have been all massacred. 

7931. Do you mean the men would have come 
in and saclcdl Hie town? — Yes, uiid driven uo 
out of it. 

7932. Would they liavt bolicudocl you if you 
had not given tlie orders ; what do j'ou mean by 
being all massacred ? — We consider that we would 
have been all beaten, and sonic ol‘ us murdered, 
which is tantamount to the same. 

7933. And you do think and believe that the 
Martinites would have killed you all? — I think 
some of us might have escaped. 

7934. And Mr. Murtagh would have been the 
leader of all that, ii'ould not lie ? — He meant to 
join him in it tu assist him. 

7935. And he would havedoneit? — He would 
have done it. I could not say what he would 
have done, I cannot say that. 

7936. Do you believe that ho would have led 
on tlic people to kill you ? — I cannot say that he 
M'ould lead any man on to kill me. 

7937. Who would have led them ? — I informed 
you, with respect to the ipiestiou you put to me 
now, that I was informed by one of the members 
of the Martin committee that foreign raiders were 
to ctime in and massacre- ihe people that were in- 
clined to support Mr. Grcvillo Nugent. 

7938. Who was Hio luembci- of the Martin 
committee who informed y'ou that? — John Quinn. 

7939. What did lie say to you ! — He said that 
the men of Tipperary would be in the town. 

7940. Did he tell you th.at they would kill you 
and iniidsacre you ?— Did ho tell me? 

7941. Yes? — He informed me that the men of 
Tipperan' would be in. 

7942. Did he tell you that they would mas- 
sacre you? — I cannot say that. 

7943. He told you that the men of Tipperary 
w'oidd be in? — Yes. 

7944. Did lie saj' anytiiiiig about the men of 
Waterford ? — 1 do not think so. 

7945. Did he mention any' other county except 
TipiitT-ary ; did you ever get any money to give 
to the Cavan men? — None. 

7946. Did you give any money to the Cavan 
men ?— No, not a farthing. 

7947. 1 suppose your defensive force was only 
for keeping the peace ? — To preserve the lives of 
tlie people, and to save the property belonging to 
the electors of Longford ; my brotlier’s house 
was burnt down to the ground. 

7948. When was that ? — After the election. 

7949. How long after the election? — Not many 
days ago ; I daresay about a fortnight ago. 

7950. When was it burnt? — I think on Pa- 
trick’s morning. 

7951. During the night? — Four o’clock in the 
moiTiing. 

7952. Who burnt it?— 1 considered that it was 
burnt because he took an active part in the elec- 
tion. 

7953. No one knows who did it ? — No. 

7954. Or 
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7954. Or whether it was malicious at all or 
not ? — It can be proved. 

7955. I suppose you have a presentment before 
the grand jury ? - Y es. 

7956. And it wa.s done within the last fovt- 
niglit, Patrick’s D.ay ? — Yes, in the morning; 
holf-p.nsf four in the morning. 

7957. Did you sea anybody burning it? — 1 
did uot. 

7956. Do not you know that a great many 
people say it was accidental. I do not say it 
was ; it has to be tried. A great many persons 
s&j it was accidental ; did not you ?iear that 
said ?— Yes ; I believe tliat the Mavtinites said it 
was an accident. 

7959. And the Grevillites say it was malicion.s ? 
—Yes. 

7960. Did any people under your commainl 
ever commit a breach of tlie peace ?— Not to my 
knowledge. 

7961. Did Friardy? — I was not thereat th ■ 
time. 

7962. Was not he a lieutenant of ymirs ? —He 
was not lieutenant of mine. 

7963. What was he ?— My men had no mili- 
tary titles: my men were all private-s, .md no 
officers. 

7964. Except yourself; was Frierdy a priv.ate; 
whei’e is he now? — I cannot say wliere he is. 

7965. Do not you know where he is? — He 
may be dead for all I kuow. 

7966. Supposing lie is alive, where is he ? — In 
gaol. 

7967. What was he pnt in gaol for? — I heard 
he was pnt into prison for striking one of the 
Martin’s committee-men. 

7968. Who is the man he struck? — O’Donovan. 

7969. And he lias got three mouths for it? — 
Yes. 

7970. Were any of the Martinlles pnt in pri- 
son ? — TIicre was a man of the name of Maxwell, 
lie was put in prison. 

7971. How long was he kept ! — 1 cannot sn\' 
how long he wa.s jiut in prison. 

7972. Was he a Grevillite? — 1 believe so. 

7973. Was Frierdy fined as well .asiiiiprisoued? 
— I think be was. 

7974. AVho paid the fine ? — I p:xid the fine. 

7975. What was he fined for ? — I cannot say. 

7976. Whatever it was you paid it? — Yes. 

7977. Was j'our exchequer drawn upon for 
any other fines ? — It was. 

7978. I hope not to any great extent ? — I paid 
the fines for the Martinites as well as the Gre- 
viliites. 

7979. Where did you do that ? -In this court- 
house. 

7980. How many of them?— I cannot say 
hew many. 

7981. How many Grevilleites did you pay 
for ? — I could uot say how many. 

7982. How often did you pay fines for people 
for fighting people? — ! cannot say often. 

7983. Did you do it sevei'oi times ; did you 
pay for the people at Edgewovthstown? — I was 
not in Ed^eworthstown- 

7984. Or Drumlish ?— 1 was uot in Drumlish. 

7985. When one of your privates was put in 
gaol, did you look after his family ; supposing a 
private 01 yours was put in gaol in consequence 
of a legitimate course of service ? — I kuow what 
you mean ; you wish to know did I give them 
any relief. I never gave them a fai-thing to my 
knowledge. 
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7986. What do you say ro these fine.'?: «a.il 

fiiie.«, &c , 3 /. 16 s. ? — ^ 

Mr. iiei/holds.] That was paid bv me 
personally. 

7987. Mr. JJutf.] Did you relieve in tiiat way ? 
— No, never to my knowledge. 

7988. Did you know of their getting relief ? 

They might have got relief without my know- 
ledge ; without my having any knowledire. 

7989. Do you know Mr. F. O’Favrell or Air. 
Farrell ; I do not mean the clersymaii. Patrick 
Farrell? — Ido. 

799U. Did you ever treat anybody there ? — 1 
might have treated. 

7991. Did you— I might liave done it - did 
you ?— I dare say I did. 

7992. Are yon not sure that you did ?— 1 dare 
•say I did. 

7993. 1 would like to know the particulai'.s of 
the treat you gave at Farrell’s? — I have no 
recollection about it; but 1 have a remembrance 
i>f going into the Imuse 

7904. Ami treating some pei'sons ? — Ye.s. 

7995. Cannot you refresh your memory, and 
state how many people did you go in with il'ero to 
get treat in Farrell’s? — 1 cannot say. 

7996. More than 100 ?— I cannot say. 

7997. Do you remember going in with about 
100 peoj)le into Farrell’s ; I mean a crowd of 
people ? — Never to my knowledge. 

7998. ill ymi swear that it did not. occur ? — 

I cannot say how many. 

7999. Do you mean that you would have taken 
a crowd of people into Farrell’s, and treated 
them, and forgotten it? — I cannot say how many. 

8000. Conkl you have taken a crowd into 
Farrell’s ai\<l forgotten it? — Yes. 

8001. May you have been treating great 
crowds and forgotten it; could you have for- 
gotten it ; how much money do you think you 
spent in treating altogether; did you evcrspeml 
any money in treating except in Longford ? — 
Y es. 

8002. \\ here ? — In Newtown Forbes. 

8003. What did you do in Newtown Forbes, 
and when was that?— I think it was before 
Christmas. 

80!'4. How much did you .spend there?— 1 
gave a man of the name of'Sesiian 2 1. 

8005. Did you give this money to fesnan, or 
did you brin<^ it to Mr. Reynolds ? — 1 cannot say 
whether I did or not. 1 gave the man along 
with me a pound to pay Mr. Sesnan. 

8006. W lio is that man ? — A iiuin of tlie name 
of Shovel. 

8007. 1 will read you this ; here is an entry 
of Mr. Reynolds, paid through McKeon that 
is you ? — Yes. 

8008. “ Bill furnished and checked Sesnan, 
Newtown Forbes, 2 i , and for Corteeu 12 s. i.s 
that a town man? — Yea 

8009. W^liere did you h-eat Coiteen ; what 
did you do with the 12s. for Corteen? — I dare- 
say it might be given to the men living in that 
district. 

SOiO. “Cloudra, &c., 6/. what is that? — I 
treated some parties there. 

8011. Where is that? — About two and a half 
miles from this town. 

8012. What publie-house did you treat them 
in? — A man of the uaiue of Malloy. 

8013. Did you in any other public-house ex- 
cept Malloy’s ? — No. 

Y 4 8014. Did 
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8014. Did you spend the whole of that 6 1. on 
one occasion at Malloy’s? — "ics. 

8015. IVhen did you treat at Malloy’s ; how 
did it come about ; what was it ? — It was whisky. 

8016. Did you give an order?— Yes. 

8017. What was tlie order you gave ; was it to 
get 6 1. worth of whisky ? — No ; it was late in 
the day when I went out of Clondra, and that 
money was expended in the town. 

8018. How was it expended in tlie town ?— In 
the same way as I usually used to do. 

8019. How did you usually used to do it? — I 
gave it to the non-electors. 

8020. You never gave anything to the electors? 
— No, not a fardiing. 

8021. Was it money or whisky that you gave 
to the non-electors ? — Money. 

8022. Do you mean to say that in the evening 
in Clondra you giave away 6 1. 'i — I told you it 
iv.as about 12 o’clock iu the day when I left from 
here to Clondra. 

8023. What were you doing? — I went out for 
the purpose of organising a force to cottuteract 
the raiders we expected in. 

8024. I will assume that always; how did you 
proceed to enlist your forces at Clondra ? — I went 
into a jmblic-house. 

8025. Did you put up a flag over tlie door, in 
the same way as a recruiting seijeaut? — I put no 
flag over the door. 

8026 Did you put down a gallon of whisky ? — 
No. 

8027. How did you get tliem there ; did they 
smell it like vultures at a distance ? — I saw two 
or three persons. 

8028. what did you say to the two or three 
persons? — When they saw me they came into 
the house after me. 

8029. How many came ? — To the best of my 
opinion, four or five. 

80,30. Those four or five did not drink the 6 ?. ? 
— I told you it was about 12 o’clock in the day 
when 1 left here for Clondra, and the remaining 

£ irt of the money was spent in the town of 
ongford upon the non-electors. 

8031. How was it spent in the town of Long- 
ford; how did you spend the 6 1. upon the non- 
electors of Cloudra ? — Now you’re wrong again. 

8032. Explain it yourself to me ; here is 
Clondra put down, “Bill furnished and checked, 
and paid through you for Clondra, &c., 6Z. 
what is that 6 1. for? — Most of that money was 
spent in the town upon the non-electors before I 
left here for Clondra. 

8033. "Was it expended iu treating them or 
giiing them cash? — In giving them cash. 

8034. Do you know a man of the name of 
Gregg ? — Yes. 

8035. "Where does be live? — In Newtown 
Forbes. 

8036. Had he any claim upon you in the 
matter of the election? — He has some money 
due to him yet. 

8037. Did you pay him any ?— I did. 

8038. How much did you pay him? — I can- 
not say. 

8039. Here is 8 “ Gregg’s Bill, Newtown 

Forbes, 8 1. ” ? — Yes, that is right. 

8040. What was that for ? — For drink. 

8041. In the town of Newtown Forbes? — 
Tea. 

8042. Gregg has a public-house ? — Yes. 

8043. How did you give that drink ; did you 
oi-der it all ; tell the publican to gi^-e drink to 



non-electors as they came from a particular 
place ?— Yes ; there was driuk given out in these 
liouscs. 

8044. You know what I mean? — Yea. 

8045. It was to Gregg you gave your orders? 
—Yea. 

8046. To whom was Gregg to give the driuk? 
— To the men that were in the liouse. 

8047. How many public-houses are there iu 
Newtown Forbes ? — I do not know how many. 

8048. You have two there ? — Yes. 

8049. Gregg’s and Sesnau’s ; is Maloy’s house 
in Newtown Forbes? — It might be in Newtown 
Forbes, if yon can convey it from Clondra to 
Newtown Forbes. 

8050. Tlie two houses tlierc were Gregg’s and 
Sesnan’s ; is not that so ? — Yes. 

8051. You cannot tell me the number of 
public-houses in Newtown Forbes? — i cannot 
say how many. 

8052- "Were there any other towns in wliicli 
you dealt with public-houses in the county? — 
Yes, in Killoe. 

8053. How many public-houses did you treat 
with in Killoe ? — I cannot say. 

8054. Do you know a person of the name of 
Dawson, in Newtown Forbes? — Yes. 

8055. And did you do anything with him ? — 
No. 

8056. Did you ever hear of Mrs. Brunty ? — 
I did. 

8057. Is this man any relation of hers? — I 
cannot say. 

8058. "NVerc there any otliev pubhe-housea ; 
make a clean breast of it, and tell me all the 
other towns in the county in which you did some 
business that day ? — I was not in any other place 
except Killoe. 

8059. What did you do in Killoe? — I gave a 
treat to four or five boys there. 

8060. How many do you think? — Four or 
five. 

8061. Did it not cost you a great deal? — I 
think nol. 

8062. Did it cost you 1 1. ?— I do not think it 
did. 

8063. Did yon leave any orders iu Killoe for 
drink to be given ? — I did. 

8064. What were the orders you left, for 
drink to be gi^ cn ? — I cannot say the amount of 
the orders. 

8065. Wcvethey paid? — Yes. 

8066. To whom did you give it? — To a man of 
the name of Baggaley. 

8067. Did you give any other orders in Killoe . 
— No. 

8068. Did you tell Baggaley to give drink to 
non-electors in Killoe ? — ^1 did not. 

8069. "What did you tell him ? — I gave Bag- 
galey a sum of money in Killoe, and 1 also gave 
a man of the name of Edward Lochrae some 
money, that be might drink it in his own house 
if he wished. 

8070. Was not Baggaley a publican? — I can- 
not say. 

8071. You gave money to two people m 
Killoe for the purpose of treating? — Yes. 

8072. How much money did you give each 01 
them ? — I gave Mick 2 /. 

8073. And how much did you give Baggaley. 
— Zl 3 s. 

8 074 . When did you do that ? — I cannot 
state. 

8075. Besides 
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S075. Besides giving tliat, you had given some 
treat yourself to four or five in Killoe, had you 
not ? — I had. 

Re-examined hy Mr. Serjeant .t4>7n5trrag. 

8076. Did you give any orders to Doyle? — 
I gave Doyle no order. 

8077. Do you remember the paper produced in 
Court? — Yes. 

8078. "W.is that shown to you? — Yes. 

8079. "Was it your handwriting? — Ifo. 

8080. Did you ever give it at all ? — No. 

8081. Mr. Justice Fitz<’erald.'\ Do I under- 
stand you to say that you looked at the order 
Doyle produced, and which purported to be 
yours ? — I did. 

8082. And it \ras not in your handwriting? — 
Not in my liaudwiiting. 

8083. And you never gave him that order ? — 
No. 

8084. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.'] How many 
licensed public-houses are there in the town of 
Longford? — I cannot say. 

8085. Arc there not above 50 ? — There are a 
great number. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] The chairman 
tells me that there are 65 or 66. 

8086. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong^ How many 
did you not give orders upon ; did you give any 
order on Meany ? — No, 1 did not. 

8087. M‘Can?— No. 

8088. Roger Farrell ? — No. 

8089. Was he a voter? — I think so. 

8090. Cooney ? — I did not. 

8091. M'Garry? — T did not. 

8092. Joseph Skelley? — [ did not. 

8093. Mick Gormley V — No. 

8094. O’Donnell?— No. 

8095. There were a great many others you did 
not give orders to ? — Tes. 

8096. In the distribuution of your patronage, 
do you prefer your friends or your enemies : 
would you like to throw a good thing to a friend 
or an enemy ? — To tell the &uth I would like to 
give it to a friend. 

8097. You were asked whether Kevnau was a 
returned convict ; was Colonel Woods upon the 
Mai-tinlte committee ? — They all, to the best of 
my oi'>inion, had military titles. 
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8098. Was Colonel Woods a military gentle- V‘Kc<jn 
man ; the gentleman to whom I refer, was he 

active at the election? — I cannot say about a^^iiTiTiS-o 
iiim. ^ ’ 

8099. Is he a Leitram man? — I cannot 
say. 

8100. Was he conducting agent at one of the 
bootha in tiiis market-house? — I think he was. 

8101. Did you see him acting?-! did not. 

8102. Did you see Captain Stephen Joseph 
Meany acting in the booths?— I did not. 

8103. You wore asked whether you had lieard 
about Kevuan being in gaol ?— I heard that lie 
never was ; I wish to make one remark before I 
get down from the table. Mr. Sullivan made an 
uncalled fur rem.ark in his journal against me, 
stating that I was an unscrupulous agent, and 
that I was a briberj' agent also. 

8104. jMv. Serjeant ATmstro}ig.] Did vou 
bi-ibe any man ? — 1 never bribed any man. 

8105. Had you a great deal of trouble in this 
matter inconnectinu with the election? — Yes. 

8106. Did you receive any remuneration? — 

No. 

8107. Do you expect that you will be paid ? — 

No, I volunteered my services without fee or 
reward. 

8108. Mr. liutt.] Is that the document; is 
that the order (Jiandiug the same to the intness)', 
is that it. Do you know a man of the name of 
M'Doauell ? — Yes. 

8109. Was M‘Dounell employed by you, or 
acting for you ? — I employed no man. 

8110. Was M‘ Donnell acting for you ; did you 
ever give JrDoiinell money ?— I do not think I 
ever gave him 1 

8111. Was he acting for you in auy way? — 

Not to my knowledge. 

8112. Did 3-ou ever give him a suit? — Not to 
my knowledge. 

8113. Who is he? — -4. farmer’s son ; he lives 

miles from here. 

8 1 14. Was he at auy meet ng for you ? — I can 
not say. 

8115. ilr. Justice Fitzgerald.] That is the 
paper? — Yes. 

8116. Is that your handwriting? — No, it is not. 
my writing ; there were many forged orders 
during the time of the election. 

[The Witness withdrew. 
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8117. You are a Clergyman of tbe Catholic 
Church? — Yes. 

8118. Are you a parish priest? — Yes. 

8119. Of where? — Drumlish. 

8120. A voter for the county, I presume? — 
Yes. 

8121. And you voted for Greville? — Yes. 

8122. You were suhpojuaed, as a w'itness, by 
the other side ?• — I was. 

8123. But not examined? — Not examined. 

8124. Were you present when a constable of 
the name of Brown gave his evidence ? — Yes, on 
Wednesday. 

8125. Had you known Brown before? — Yes, 
I had. 

8126. Ai-e there any special circumstances 
fastening a knowledge of liim on your memory 
at all? — Oh, yes, I have seen him frequently ; 
almost every day. My residence is immediately 
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opposite his barrack ; not immediately, but not 
more than 40 yards from it, and I have just to 
open my hall-door and walk out to see the bar- 
rack; consequently I meet him frequently in 
the course of the week. 

8127. Did you hear him give evidence with 
regard to somethin" j-ou are alleged to have said 
from the altar, “ Go do down and defend the 
cross, or I’ll pray that you might not have the 
benefit of mass ”? — I did ; I was present in court, 

8128. ^ That was the Piper’s Cross ? — The cross 
roads of Drumlish he meant. 

8129. What did you really say?— I saylnever 
said those words, or any that conveyed that mean- 
ing; I have no hesitation is saying that, because 
I have a distinct knowledge of the particular day. 

8130. Having denied that you said anything 
such as he represents, will you plainly say what 
you did say so far as you recollect ? — I made some 

Z observhtions 



Rev 
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observations regarding the merits of the meinbers 

Qj.g^j]le 4d the service he had rendered to the 
a April 1870. county, and that we had eoufideneo in his son, 
and tliat I considered him the better eaudulate, 
and would prefer him before Mr. Martin. 1 was 
cautious ; 1 do not tliink I mentioned !Martin that 
day, for, on the whole, I can swear I was vey 
cautious to mention names throup;lu)ut the whole 
election, and cautious about_ making public ob- 
servations ; I made up my iniud to that train the 
very beo'iniiiug, particularly in the siiape of tlireat 
or demmeiation. I never did throughout the 
whole election, and there are many porsous here 
in court wlio can corroborate that. 

8131. I suppose you have been a good while on 
the mission? — Twenty years. 

8132. Did you really say auytiiiug about the 
cross ?— Notone word. I solemnly swear I never 
mentioned the cross on that day; I am certain, 
particularly as regards the cross roads of Drum- 
lish ; never. 

8133. Do you know whether the subsecpieut 
riot at the cross roads was incited by you iu py 
.^ay?_Xliis is tbe way I answer that question. 

I did not know that the riot took place iu Druro- 
lish iiutll after I took my hrealefast, and met tiie 
parties who were attacked two miles from Druni- 
tish aa I rode to Ballinamuck, and therefore I 
could have uo connection with it. 

8134. You did not say anything of the sort? — 
Certainly not. 

8135. Nor did you incite them to a riot? — 
Certainly not. 

8136. Did you meet the people personally yoiir- 
eelf?_I did. When I heard they went on to 
Ballinamuck I was at breakfast, and was anxious, 
of course, to meet ray people iu Ballinamuck and 
see that no outrages took ])lace there, and I 
ordered the boy to drive on to Ballinamuck, and 
while I was doing so I met these gentlemen iu a 
lonely place in a Dog, and I made some observa- 
tions to them, but they were certainly not cal- 
culated to annoy iu any way, which pjrobably 
some of the gentlemen here must acknowledge. 

I told them I took exception Uj their coming into 
a rural district of that kind : that they might go to 
towns, but should not come into country districts 
where their presence was calculated to enrage 
the young men and to do harm. I entreated them 
to go back, and that I would protect them by all 
means. I remember Meauey insisted on going 
on to the battle-field of Ballinamuck, that cele- 
brated spot. He thought it would be a victory 
there, but he failed. 

8] 37. Did you observe Mr. Patrick Cahil there 
that day? — 'Well, I had not had a very perfect 
knowledge of Cahil up to that day. He was 
pointed out as such, but certainly that day if I 
met him in the street I could not iiave identified 
him. 

8138. That is all the intimidation you did? — 
That is the only intimidation that I did ; I was 
rat!. er opposed to that. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Munro. 

8139. Had you spoken in reference to the elec- 
tion more than once from the altar on a Sunday ? 
— I had. 

8140. Do you recollect when you first alluded 
to tbe election? — So far as I recollect it was in 
Ballinamuck. 



8141. Do you recollect the date of it? — Really 
I do not. 

8142. Could you say whether it was three or 
tour weeks before the election or ouly two ? — I 
think it was tlic third Sunday before the day of 
jmlling, as far as I recollect. 

8143. That was the first allusion you made to 
it ? — Yes. 

8144. On that occasion were you comparing, 
as you say, the merits of the respective cancH- 
(lates ? — I was. 

8145. I suppose the conclusion you came to 
was that Greville w:is the superior? — Certainly, 
that was the conclusion I came to. 

8146. Aud that the rival candidate was not a 
first-rate class of man ? — I never expre.ssed any- 
thing disparaging to the character of John Mar- 
tin. 

8147. But of the persons putting him forwai-d ? 

— I contrasted the claims of Greville and John 
Martin, and said that Mr. .Tolm Mavtin was not 
to be found, and would not condescend to ask the 
suffrages of the people, aud I couaidered the 
farmers certainly should not vote for him. 

8148. Did you say anylhiug about the persons 
introducing Moi-tin’s name into the county ? — I 
did. 

8149. What did you say in reference to them? 
— I certainly pointed out, so far as my memoiy 
tells me, that I was surprised that gentlemen of 
their standing and of slender position, having no 
claims or position in the county, should come for- 
ward and give annoyance aud contest the elec- 
tion, and that I was most surprised as tbe person 
whose case was represented had not come forward, 
and that wc saw no letter, or telegram, or anything 
from him to justify them iu annoying the people 
of the county. 

81.50. Did yon use the word “ Orangemen " at 
all on any of these occasions ? — I think I did on 
one occasion, and it was cautiously. I only said 
I hatl heard, that la the verjr way I put it, that 
there was a mixture of that kind ; that ^vhen the 
priests wore about to be attacked the other party 
came in to join with tiic Martin party ; I only 
hoard it; I did not say it was a fact; I did not 
know it, but merely gave it as a rumour. 

8151. You h:;plicd that a large portion of the 
Mavtin followers were Orangemen : was not that 
the substance ? — No, indeed it was not; I only 
said they coalesced ; that I considered their feel- 
ings were in favour of the Msirtinites. 

8152. But they were going to give their votes? 
— At that time I did not know that they really 
would vote. 

8 153. Did you say anything about Fenians ? — ■ 
I never charged the gentlemen with being Fenians 
that represented Martin ; but I said I feared that 
the results that would follow from their inter- 
ference iu the county would be that the young 
people would become Fenians, and that i saw 
such a commotion among the youths of tlie time 
that before the winter was out there would be a 
bad state of things in the country ; 1 warned the 
people, therefore, to avoid joining. 

8154. The question I am putting to you now 

is this; did you allude to the Fenians as pei'sons 
supporting Sie Martin candidatiu’e ? — Do you 
mean, let me ask a general question, that the 
gentlemen who were representing Martin iu his 
candidature were Fenians ? . 

8155. Not at all. Did you allude to the he- 
niaus as supporting Martin’s candidature ?y--d 

might 
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might have ; but I cannot positively sweav I 
did. 

8156. In point of fact, you have no veiy dis- 
tinct recollection so as to be able to tell me 
■whether yon spoke of the Fenians supporting 
Martin or not? — Really I have not. 

8157. I suppose you have no notes of the ser- 
mon? — I have no notes. 

8168. Nor make preparation as to matters of 
this kiud as to what you will say ? — Generally I 
do. I do not write them, but I form my opi- 
nions and aigument in my memory, and then 
give tliem as f can produce them. 

8159. Are you able to tell me wliether you 
alluded to any of Martin’s supporters as being 
Garibaldians ? — 1 do not think tliat I did. 

8160. Are you quite sure ?— I think 1 am, par- 
ticularly at that time; I certainly did not; I 
did not’ to the best of my belief and opinion. 

8161. You did not have a very high opinion 
of these fellows; you tlrought them a poor sort of 
felloAvs? — I did not disparage them much that 
way. 

8162. You had not a high opinion of them; 
did you hear the ser;jeant alluding to their coming 
to liOiigford to get a dinner: it was not you 
that made that allusion at all events ; had you 
expected tliese supporters of Martin would be 
coming to Balliiianiuck the Sunday before ? — I 
did. I heard it as a rumour. 

8163. And you thouglit that was a hoax? — Ii 
turned out to be so, and I rejoiced at it 

8164. On that Sunday when you were ad- 
dressing the people, you believed it was a hoax 
the Sunday before ? — They actually came to 
Ballinamuch. 

8165. No, the Suuday previous? — I could not 



say it was a hoax; I attributed it to a false Rev. 
rumour. J- 

8166. Do you recollect, when addressing the — 
people outhe 3ay they did come, stating that it was 2 April 1 870 . 
a hoax about their coniine the day before ? — No ; 

I said no such thing in aetdressing the people. 

8167- M’hen did you say so? — I did that com- 
ing down from the churcii lo my own house. 

There was a large number of people in the cross- 
roads, and one of them came o\-er to me and 
asked me a question about BalUnamuck. 

8168. Tell us what that question was? — 

Sim])ly, “ Will we go to Ballinamuck? ” They 
learning that the meeting wa.s to be held on that 
day were anxious to be present, I presume. 

That was the nature of their question ; and I 
replied, “ I think not, because it was rumoured 
on last Sunday they were to be in Ballinamuck 
canvassing for Martiu, and it turned out a hoax. 

I think it may be the same now, as it is advanced 
in tlie day, past one o’clock.” 

8169. ^Yhat did they say they were going 10 
Ballinamuck to do ?— They did not say anything. 

8170. They asked your advice as to going 
down to meet them ? — That is the question they 
put, and the answer I gave. 

8171. Did you understand that to mean, “ Will 
we go to Ballinamuck aud see if these fellows 
are coming”? — Indeed, I could not positively 
say. 

8172. What -was the impression made on your 
mind? — That they were anxious to be present at 
the meeting, if such took place. 

8173. And you told them it was no use going, 
because last Sunday it was a hoax? — Exactly. 

[The "Wituess withdrew. 



Rev. Felix Duffy, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



8174. I BELIEVE you are curate of the parish 
church of which the last witness is parish priest? 
— Of Scrably, county Cavan, at present. 

S175. Were you aware of the threatened in- 
cursion of strangers into the county in reference 
to the election? — Perfectly aware. 

8176. Were you aware that steps were taken 
to counteract these people, and to protect voters? 
— I was aware of it. 

8177. Did any voters complain to yourself per- 
sonally of being threatened, or being in terror? 
— Y’es. 

8178. Did you concur in the policy of coun- 
teracting the efforts of these strangers ? — I did. 

8179. Did you believe it -was^ necessary for 
the protection of the voters? — Y’es; and it was 
all useless without the military in addition. 
My voters would not leave ■without a military 
escort. I hoai-ded in the county Cavan during 
the contest. 

8180. Are you aware, from the statements of 
your voters to you, that preparations were being 
made in Leitiim and along the borders, for stran- 

ers to come to this county ? — Tliey visited 

omes with firearms in my parish. 

8181. Did voters complain to you? — Y’es. I 
will mention the names, if necessary. 

8182. Can you mention the name of any per- 
son who was active in organising a Leitrim mob ? 
— Yes. 

8183. Who -n-as he ?— One Wood. 

8184. Do you see him beside Mr. Sullivan at 
present ? — I do. 
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8185. Had you known that man before? — I 
heard of him. 

8186. Is be a man of respectable position and 
higb character ? — I think not. 

8187. Did you, in furtherance of this organisa- 
tion, give any ordei*s that the non electors should 
have drink or refreshments ? — I gave a limited 
amount. 

8188. What were your directions in giving 
these orders? — I always stood by when the or- 
ders were executed, t acted myself. 

8189. Who w.as it that got the refreslunent ? 
— I swear they were uon-elect'Ors. 

8190. Had you any design or object to corrupt 
voters, or unfairly to influence them in thus 
criviug treats to the non-electors? — I now swear 
f never gave a voter in inj- parish one glass of 
whisky purchased by Greville’s money. 

8191. Had you any corrupt object in view by 
giving money and drink to the non-electors? — 
No ; I never gave money to the son of an elector 
at all. 

8192. Do you believe it was necessary to have 
the aid of the non-electors ? — First, it was essen- 
tial to have a popular demonstration, because the 
country was completely terrified by false rumoiii*s ; 
and, secondly, the actual violence in my neigh- 
bourhood was of such a nature that no person 
would .attempt to come there except the publm 
opinion was shown to be, to some extent, in their 
favour, and protection was afforded. The attack 
came to my own house on Christmas Eve at one 

2 2 o’clock ; 



Rev. 

F. Dufy. 
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o’clock ; and it was so violent that I got out of 
bed, aud dressed, and got out in the street. 

8193. "Was there a large mob there ?~There 
was a band of music ou Christmas Eve, at the 
hour of one o’clock, and they came to our house, 
and shouted and halloed, 

8194. i’ou have heard of Christmas carols 
ushering in that day ? — Yes, and they told me 
they were from Leitrim ; I knew their names, 

8195. Was Colonel Wood with them ? — No, I 
did not see him ; I saw him on another occa- 
sion. 

8196. lYherc afterwards? — I saw him with 
Jleancy, and Donovan, and the amnesty secretary, 
Nolan, at Ballinamuck. 

8197. Did you see O’Dcmovan? — Captain 
Kerwaii, Meaney, O’Donovan, Nolan, the am- 
nesty secretary, and this gentleman here, Patsey 
Cahil, Sir. Murtngli’s servant. 

8198. Was Shanley, the gi'oom, there? — I 
cannot swear. 

8199. Just tell us what you did, see at Ballin.a- 
muck, and when ? — I heard these gentlemen 
were to come to Ballinamuck, and I -weut down 
to officiate there that day, and I never said a 
word at the altar regarding politics. 

8200. What date? — It was St. Stephen’s Day; 

I implored the people to go home in pence and 
order, and not to mind them ; if foreigners came, 
to let them speak and have their way, and if none 
were [irescut to hear them there could be no harm 
done. 

8201. State the results of the proceedings of 
that day? — After J spent considerable time in 
actually dispersing everybody home, I proceeded 
ou my way to Druralisb. It kept me, in fact, 
three or four hours to disperse the people, be- 
cause some of the parties were wanting to wait 
aud meet the Leitrim foreigners, and there w.as a 
desire on The part of tlie people to wait, and I had 
a great deal of trouble in sending home the people 
from Dnmiagli and Columbkill. I weut on my 
way home, and I met the parties on a car, with a 
green banner before them, with music playing, 
and a foreign band witlr (hem. 

8202. Is that the usual demonstration on St. 
Stephen’s Day ? — It is very unusual ; “ God Save 
Ireland ” on a baunei-. I thought they were 

rincipally sackersfrom Longford. Immediately 
efore that, I saw 400 or 500 men coming up 
from Leitrim with shouting, and music, aud a 
green banner. Woods was at the head of that 
party. When I found they were going into 
ilaliinamuck I left and proceeded home. These 
were going on to form a junction at Ballinamuck 
cross-roads with the Leitrim mob. I was per- 
fectly aware of the organisation before- Duggan 
was down, Murtagh’s oats buyer, and I ivill tell 
you the bouses he gave them drink in. 

8203. Now, state what you observed that 

day ? 

Mr. Exhani objected to the question as 
not bearing on the subject of inquh-y. 

8204. Mr. Justice Fitzfferald.l I understand 
there were Martin houses open there ? — They had 
only one in Ballinamuck and two in Drumlisli. I 
saw thepeople coming from the parish ; when they 
saw these fellows going on, and heard the music, 
and saw the banner, and saw the people coming 
from Movan, in county Leitrim. 1 turned to go 
back, because I did not know what might occur ; 
I went down to the place, and when I arrived 
there Stephen Joseph was speaking. 



8205. What sort of crowd was it? — A large 
crowd ; about 400 or 500 people ; able-bodied 
fellows. I heard him say there ^vas never better 
blood spilt on tlie battle-fields of Ballinamuck, or 
houcster Catholic blood. I waited for awhile upon 
the car, aud said afew words to attract the attention 
of any of my own parish that were there, and im- 
mediately after they gave a cheer, aud began to 
shout at Meaney. There was a species of angry 
collision, and I went o^'cr to the midst of the 
party to prevent it, and spoke to Meaney. I 
asked him wliat lie came to make this disturb- 
ance for. A few stones were thrown ; they were 
thrown at Meaney ; I prevented them at once, as 
far as I could, and got him into the house, and 
thou I said something myself. These parties 
went away then, and broke down a whole lot of 
trees, to get terrible big sticks, and the police 
came in the meantime. Tliey broke all the trees 
down; they were leaping and jumping in the 
field, and threatening and arming. The farmers 
believed that night their places would bo 
burnt. 

8206. Do you know that the result of that 
gathering was terror throughout your neighbour- 
hood and parish ? — Certainly, certainly ; never 
was more so. The old men believed they would 
be murdered, because that is directly on the 
borders of Leitrim. 

8207. Was Woods known to he a man of bad 
and dangerous character? — Yes. 

8208. And knowir so in your parish and 
amongst your people ? — Well, indeed. 

8209. Did you bribe any voter ? — No ; I never 
gave a ])Cimy or shilling to a voter at any 
time. 

8210. Did yon frighten or iutimiclatc any man? 

—No. 

8211. Or bring your temporal or spiritual 
autiiority to compel them to vote ? — I ucver spoke 
at the altar regarding the election but twice; I 
never usc’l the word “ Garibaldiun;” I never 
called their leaders Fenians ; I should compli- 
ment them if I did ; 1 never said the word 

infidel ; ” I never referred to Heaven, grace, or 
salvation connected with the election. I have 
spoken about it but twice ; that was when I had 
the bishop’s letter. 

8212. There was a man here, whose dignity 
was offended, who said you had insulted him, a 
man of the name of Brown, of the police force; 
were you present in court at the time ? — I 
was. 

8213. He said that he found you in some room 
with some people, that he touched you ; you were 
not pleased, and all tliat ? — He was not there at 
all; there me plenty of respectabe voters to 
swear it ; I was not tliere a minute. 

8214. Did any policeman come to you ? — Not 
there ; he came to me outside, aud asked me 
what time I would he prepared for the escort. 

8215. He stated you were in a room occupied 
with some 20 or 30 people, leaning o’S'er tlie table 
as if engaged on money matters ; he thought you 
had notes, and he touched you upon the back, 
upon whidr you turned round ; he intimated he 
had some message for you, and you said, “ Go 
out. Sir did that occur ? — It aid not at all. 
First, I state that I never had notes to my know- 
ledge in my hand that day at all at any time, 
nor silver at any time in the presence of people ; 
secondly, I state I was not in the room one 
minute, ffie room to which he refers,, and that I 
only went in to say, "I'he escort is ready.” 

Brown 
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Brown met me outside, and said “ Mr. Smith 
sent me to speak to you about the escort.” 

8216. And did you not in any way insult him, 
and touch him on the breast, and say " Go out ” ? 
— I do not remember I insulted him at that time, 
but I mifiht have on one occasion. 

8217. Kindly tell us what you did? — I trod 
upon his corns one time. 

Mr. Exham objected to tlie question. 

8218. Mr. Seijeant Armslrong.~\ Were you 
guilty of any corrupt practice, or anything to 
your knowledge or belief in any way illegal 
touching this election ? — I took very good care I 
was not. 

8219. And were you, by your advice to your 
people, a peacemaker and preserver of the peace 
so far as you could ? — I can produce Martin 
voters in this parish, one of them particulai-ly, an 
intelligent respectable man. I went to them and 
said, “ I do not come to influence you, I merely 
come to state the circumstances of this contest as 
I apprehend them;” I stated the rival merits of 
the parties, the past favours of the Government, 
and our hope in the future. I spoke of the pre- 
sent state of society and the Tipperary election, 
and that we could not expect anything from the 
Government if we voted against them tlius 
openly ; and once in tJie presence of a magistrate 
I told them, “ Do as you like, I do not care ; we 
will part as good friends if you vote against us 
as if you vote for us.” 

8220. Then you never sought to coerce any- 
one ? — Never. 

8221. Or exercised any spiritual influence to 
sway any man ? — No ; I said it was all a sham 
contest; if it was a real man he would think it 
worth while to address us or ask our suffrages. 
I said they had not a respectable man in the 
county to introduce him ; I said that the Sunday 
before the election. I believe Mr. Murtagh was 
not acting then, because publicly in Ballinamuck 
I asked for a cheer for Murtagh. I said they 
were merely in my estimation loafers ; that some 
people said it was fashionable, some said it was 

?rofitable ; that politics had taken a gipsey turn. 

spoke about the dinners ; I said I would not 
say it, but that tliey might be engaged for 1 1. a 
week and unlimited lush. 

8222. Do you think Colonel Wood would ac- 
cept those tenus ? — 

Mr. Exham objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said he thought he 
had had enough of this kind of evidence. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

8223. You spoke of a respectable man in your 
parish voting for Martin? — Yes, I can tell liis 
name. 

8224. Was that man a Fenian ?— I think He 
had strong Fenian propensities : I am sure of it. 

8225. Did you take an active part in making 
the preparations for the poll? — Pretty active. 

8226. Did you attend the meeting of the 
Catholic clergy in Longford ? — I was not in to 
that meeting until the latter end. 

8227. But you were in town ? — I was ; I was 
engaged in doing duty before in Ballinamuck, a 
sicE call. 

8228. You brought in the voters on the Sun- 
day ?--Yes. 

8229. How many ? — I think 73. 
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8230. And you were aware that tiie officer, 
Mr. Smith, was to pi'ovide an escort that day ? — 

1 knew they would not come without it. 

8231. And you got an escort ? — Preciselv. 

8232. Had you told the voters in chapel that 
morning to meet yon ? — I bad not. 

8233. How did they know ; did you send them 
word to meet you ? — I went to them from house 
to house privately, and told them to tell no 
people, because I was afr.aid they would be taken 
away ; I told them to keep it to themselves, be- 
cause I feared they would be taken awav. 

8234. Where did you tell them to meet you? 
— At the chapel iu Ballinamuck, that is for tiie 
Ballinamuck district. 

8235. What o’clock did they commence to meet 
you there ? — They c.-mie to 11 o’clock mass, and 
I spoke to them in the chapel. 

8236. What o’clock did you start on vour way 
to Longford ?--About au hour after tliat on to- 
wards Drumlish, and we met the public rcbicles 
belonging to the Greville party on tire road, and 
our voter's got U|> upon them and came into 
Drumlish to meet the escort we had arranged for, 
and the other elector.^. 

8237. Had you got any money for the election 
prrrposes before that day? — Not at all; I only 
got 30 1. during the entire election. 

8238. Had you given orders for drink? — Very 
limited orders. 

8239. But you gave some : — Some irrdeed. 

8240. Oir what houses did you give tire orders ? 
— I gave an order to Nanny Purdou, 3 1. 

8241. For whisky? — I stood by and saw it 
given myself; I never gave a glass of whisky 
except wlrcn I was present; I never gave nrore 
tbau one at any time. No one person ever got 
two glasses of wiiisky with Mr. Greville ’s money 
during the election, to my knowledge. 

8242. When did you e.vpeud any of your own? 
— Am I bound to answer that, my Lord ? 

Mr. Justice Filzgerahl,'] Yes. 

8243. Mr. Kr/mm.] Yousaidyoudiduotexpeud 
any urouey of Mr. (ireville’s in giving a second 
glass ; I ask you did you expend any of your 
own in treating at irll ? — I did not. 

8244. Did you expend money of your own 
during the election? — Am I boirnd to answer 
that V 

Mr. Justice Filzgerald.'] Yes. 

Witness.'] I believe, conscientiously, I did. 

8245. "How much did you spend? — I could not 
tell. 

8246. About how much? — It was not much; 
I might have spent frour 4 7. to 5 1. 

8247. How did you spend it? — In giving 
money to non-electors occasionally ; I had no 
other way, I believe, in paying for whisky to 
non-electors ; that is the general way. 

8248. Was that previous to the day of the 
electors coming in ? — Long before the d.iy of the 
election ; that is not a right answer, during the 
election ; I could not name the date. 

8249. On the day when you started, you 
started between 12 and 1 o’clock? — From Bal- 
linamiiek. 

8250. I think you said you had 75 voters ? — I 
did. 

8251. Wliat did you do with them in Long- 
ford? — First in the chapel of Ballinamuck I as- 
sembled the voters, and said, “ You are now to 
go in this day, according to our 'arrangement ; 

z 3 but 
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Ulv- but vou are to remember, anyone that does not 
F Ihiffu. to pay for their own bed, supper, and break- 

fast, let him not go into Longford. I said that 

2 April 1870 . three times in Longford when I came to the 

Did you see where they went to in 
Lon*"o-ford ?— Ko, I never entered a liouse that 
niM.t: I never gave an order that night or the 
day before ; I never had an understanding with 
any human being ; I told them, “ In Louglovd 
you will have to pay ior yourselves. Ihey said 

they were able and willing. t *u- i 

82,53. When did you get the 301 .?— 1 think 
three days before the rmders came down to Bal- 
linamuck. Father Reynolds knows. I think it 
Avas two days before the raiders came. 

8254. What did you do with that money ?— 

1 gave 5 ?. to a blacksmith in the county Leitnm, 
a head-centre, to keep at home his followers; 
that is one part of it. There was not a poor 
person in the village of Druinhsh but I went 
into the house and gave them, and told them it 
was Greville’s money. They were non-electors. 

8255. But you let it be known it wa-s Crre- 
ville’s money ’—Certainly ; why ivuuld not I? 

8256 .'^nd, I suppose, you told them to wish 
him success ?— Certimly I did, and to pray for 
his success. 

8257. And you wanted him to nave a good 
najtte?— He had that ivithout that. The other 
side Avanted the name and the reality. 

8258. That is the people you might have called 

the loafers ’—Precisely ; I was not much mis- 
taken in the name. . , 

8259. You thought it well to give them the 

money; to go round to the people and give them 
tlie money ?— The poorest of the poor ; I gave it 
them. . , , 1 

8260. In order tiiat he might have a good 
name with them, too’— He had a good name 
previous, tlierefore, there was no want for the 
creation of it. 

82G1. Merely to keep it up and show he Avaa 
a liberal gentleman ? - 1 did it in the pure spiiit 
of charity. I had no such spirit as you interpret 
for me. I told them it was his money, and I 
told tliein what they ought to do for him in con- 
sequence. -r. . 1 

8262. To pray for his success? — Precisely, i 
hope you do not find fault with that. I gave 
very little money at all; 10 /., after the poll, I 
gave as a jubilee offering. 

8263. Ten pounds in what?— In drink. 

8264. Had you got 10/. then? — Yes, the 87/. 
in drink covered the whole seven weeks ; New- 
town Forbes, coming and going, Longford, Drum- 
lish, Rallinainuck; all. 'Ihe orders I did give I 
saw distributed. I brought the bills to Father 
Reynolds ; they were receipted, and he gave me 
a cheque, and I gave every man his money. 

8265. When did you get die fii-at money? — 
A dav or two before the raiders came to Ballina- 
inuck. 

8266. 'Iliat must have been about the 4th De- 
cember ?— It was a few days before the raiders 
came down 

8267. How long was that before the meeting 
in Longford? — Long after the meeting. 

8268. Do you mean after the lOtli? — Of 
course. 

8269. How soon after the 10th was it you got 
the first money from Father Reynolds ? — I told 
you repeatedly, two days before the raiders came 
to Baliiiiamuck. 



8270. Computing from the 26tli ? — It Avas St. 

Stephen’s Day. _ 

8271. Then, you got nothing till the 24th De- 
cember ?— Not a farthing. 

8272. Did you then distribute the 10/. at 
Reynolds’?— No; I gave an order for 10/. Avorth 
of Avhisky and porter. 

8273. To whom did you give the order? — To 
Mrs. Reynolds; a verbal order. 

8274. And only to iion-clcctors? — And I stood 
by to see that none others would get it. 

8275. Then you saw it distributed ’—Every 

8^76. IIoAV did the croAvd collect there that 
raoming? — Going home from Longford after at- 
tending the meeting there. Mr. Murtagh Avitli- 
drCAV Martin’s cauditurc. I asked Father Rey- 
nolds’ le.ave to give tliein sometliing. 

8277. That would not have been on the 24th 
December ? 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald7\ He says he got 
money first on tlie 24tb ; but he gave an 
order before. 



8278. MT.E.iham.'} 'Wlien did you give the 
next order; at Avliat place, and ou what occasion? 
—Indeed, 1 could not tell I think it was in 
Drumlish in some other house ; I think M'Dales ; 
a corner house to the right. 

8279. A piiblic-housc? — Yes. 

8280. Is there a public-house kept by a person 
of the name of M'DfJcs? — Yes. 

8281. Did you give an order there? — Yes. 

8282. Move than onc?-I think only one; a 

small one. . v i 

8283. "What other orders xii Drumlish alter 
that : any ?— I gave an order in Drumlish in Mr. 
M‘K.enna’s ; that is where the Fenians came, and 
I offered an order to Mrs. M'Donnell ; but she 
Avas too true a Fenian, and only took orders from 
the other side; and I gave an order to one living 
at the corner in Drumlish. 

8284. Then, you gave orders to three pubho- 

houecs in Drumlish’— I did. 

8285. And only three ? — I did ; very small 

orders. , ,, _ 

8286. 'When Avas it you gave them ; were they 

all ou the same day?~No ; the days of coming 
here to Longford and Ballinarauck, men going 
home. , • 

8287. "What were the Ballinamuck men coming 

to Longford for ?— To hold meetings m the in- 
terest of Greville. , 

8288. And to those persons you gave mas 
drink ?— Yes ; for it Avas quite right not to have 
young people away for days and days, in order 
to come here to make a fair demonstration, wi - 
out giving them something ; I hope you worn 
not take the “Weekly News” reprcsentotion 0 
Longford, merely consisting of the rowdies Iro 
Roscommon, Neath, and otlier neighhounng 
counties, which it would have been, had no 

these men come in to the meetings. 3 • -uo 

8289. Where else did you give an y_ drink. 
Newtown Forbes, on the way to Longlord._ 

8290. Did you come in with those 

those occasions to Longford? — Sometimes 1 > 

and sometimes I did not. , , i- 

8291. Did you give it to them both betore you 

left in the morning, and Avhen they came bac ' as 
well? — No, never except one day, the day t a 
Mr. Murtagh withdrew Martin. . , 

8292. Then was it before you started m ^ 
morning you gave them a drop ? — Yes, ana at er^ 
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I gave 10 1. That nioruing was a wet, sleety 
one, with heavy rain, and they came seven miles. 

8293. How many houses did 3 'ou give drink at 
in Newtown Forbes? — Only a couple, I tliink, 
in Newtown Forbes ; I stood by and saw it 
given ; Griggs and another. 

8294. Sesnan’s ? — No. 

8295. Did you give it anywhere else? — In 
Ballinamuck. but I gave none the day the row- 
dies were there, although they gave it, and 
endeavoured to create excitement by the giving 
it, and although my poor fellows were there that 
day I never allowed it, lest anything should 
follow. 

8296. How many houses iu Ballinamuck did 
you give drink at? — Two, and one of them was 
a Martin house ; I did not know that at the time 
I gave it. 

8297. You would not have given it if you had? 
— Indeed, I could not tell you I would, for you 
would not believe it. 

8298. 'Wh.at you wanted was to keep up the 
feeling in favour of Greville ? — To keep out the 
i-aiders. 

8299. And to have a demonstration in his 
favour ? — That was already created ; all we 
wanted was to allow a development, and expres- 
sion of it, which we could not do, as long as 
Leitrim was so thoroughly organised as to swamp 
our parish in regular bodies by day and night. 

8300. And you meant that to be a counter 
organisation ? — Certainly. 



8301. And that was met by counter organisa- 
tions in other parts of the eouuty, as well as 
your parish ? — I can only account for my parish. 

8302. Did you see others coming from other 
parishes into Longford, other clergymen coming 
iu from other parishes? — I think I did one day. 

8303. Now on' the clay when the voters came 
iu, did you see them at Beynold’s that Sunday ? 
— Yes. 

8304. W.as there drink there that daj-? — Not 
a drop on mj’ oi'dev, I swear. 

8305. And do you swear none was given ? — I 
swear, to my knowledge, a drop of drink was not 
gi%'cn; I did not see a drop consumed. 

8306. Did you see voters in any of the rooms 
there? — Yes, in a room; the momeut I went in, 
I said, “ The escort is ready, come on." 

8307. And there was no di-ink on the table? — 
I did not see a drop ; I swear an elector never 
got a penny. 

8308. Did you give any money to anyone ? — 
To non-electoi-s. 

8309. On that day ? — Not a penny that day to 
non-electors, nor the next day. 

8310. Then, in fact, you did not give a penny 
that day to electors or nou-electors ? — No. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 

[Adjourned for Ten minutes. 

Upon re-iassembling — 



Eev. Patrick O'Reilly, sworn ; Examiued by Mr. McLaiiyklin. 



8311. Are you a clergyman of the Catholic 
Church ? — Yes. 

8312. Cui-ate?— Yes. 

8313. Where?— Columbkill, 

8314. Is that the name of a parish ? — Yea. 

8315. Who is tlie i)arish priest? — Father 
Eattlgan. 

8316. .The gentleman advanced iu life? — 
Seventy-six years of age. 

8317. How long have you beeuacurate there? 
— Ne-arly five years. 

8318. I tliink you were subpomaed by the 
other side, but not examined ? — Yes. 

8319. Were you present iu court when Joseph 
Smith was examined? — I was. 

8320. You heard his evidence ? — Yes. 

8321. Did you hear him say that you said all 
the blackguards were returning to the priests’ 
side now, but that his name was among a list to 
be sent to the Pope for excommunication? — He 
did not that of me. 

8322. Do you know a mau of the name of 
Hourican ? — 1 do. 

8323. James Gormely Ai-t ? — I do. 

8324. And his son Michael ? — I do. 

8325. John Gormely Art? — Yes. 

8326. Charles Skeiily? — I do. 

8327. Michael Hourican? — Yes. 

8328. Did you give to those people, or any of 
them, any money or drink, or anything else, 
witli a view of corruptly influencing their votes ? 
— Never. 

8329. Some of them have no votes ? — The two 
first mentioned have none. 

8330. I believe you gave some orders to 
Hourican? — I did. 

8331. "What wers those orders? — For drink. 
They were given on the days we attended meet- 
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in"s ; one ou the uomlnatiou (Itvy in Longford, 
the other meeting we hiid to meet Greville. On 
the first day we went to meet Greville, lie did 
not come. 

8332. Was this drink, so far as you know, 
given to electors or non-electoi’s? — To uon- 
electora; I never gave orders to electors. Some- 
times I gave them publicly; no disguise about 
them; and I saw some electors amongst them, 
and I said, “ You will recollect particularly that 
these orders are not for electors, but for nou- 
electors, and that 1 will not either directlv or 
indirectly eoiumunicate with any elector during 
this canvass anything about orders, money, or 
auythiug else.” Sometimes they applied to 
me, and said they had been at meetings and 
stayed through the day, and were very cold 
and wet, and ought to get some refreshment. 
“ Well, if you venture to come to these meet- 
ings,” I said, “ you must come at your own ex- 
peuse and go at your own expense, because you 
know the law will not allow you to get it, and it 
might be interpreted us a bribe for yonv vote; 
and, if you do not care to come to the meetings, 
do not.” 

8333. Was that your invaxiable rule?— That 
was my invariable rule every time I gave an 
order. 

8334. '.rhose orders you gave were limited iu 
extent and amount? — They were. 

8335. Every order was for the existing^ occa- 
sion? — Yes; i knew the parish very '.veil, and 
knew generally the number of people from each 
townland and each disti-ict, and, as far as I can 
recollect, I gave what would come to about Is. 
or 1 s, 6 d., at the highest, to each individual. 
I had not money to give them at the time, and 
I must say I was warned about giving orders. 

z 4 Father 



Rev. 

P. Biiffy. 
eApiil 1870 



Rev. 

P. O’Reilly 
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Kev. Father Fitzg-eralcl said I mi"ht iaem- tlie ex- 
P. O'Reilly, pense myself. “yeU,”! said, “they 

and suffer so much, I will tvy and bear it. 1 

• 2 ApiiliB 70 . was wrong in doing so, because I liad not the 
means to do it, hut if I were doing anything 
illegal I must be bound by the consequences ; if 
I -w^s doing what was legal I should expect the 
election agents to refund it to me. 

8336. I 2 wesunie you would not liavc accepted 
that responsibility unless you thought there was 
a necessity' for it? — No; I would not. J. re- 
gretted it very much. 

8337. From what fact did that necessity arise ? 
— I entered into the election with great reluct- 
ance. I was in Granard on the 6th December. 
On that day I was going home. I was on the 
steps of the hotel there, waiting for some orders 
that I had given at Jlr. Pettit’s. While stand- 
ing ou the step for the boy to go across the 
street, I saw a crowd coming down the street 
and a barrel with them, and just opjiosite the 
hotel door the barrel was turned up, and imme- 
diately a young man jumped ou the barrel. A 
week before that I bad seen a circular from 
Longford, which was given by order of the 
committee, saying that Mr. Butt and A. M. 
Sullivan would canvass the constituency in the 
interest of Mr. Martin. Having seen that cir- 
cular, and having Icnown of hir. Butt and Mr. 
Sullivan, and knowing their character well, of 
course I had no notion of interfering to say 
anything, in fact, 1 did not care anything 
about it — about what they’ had to say, but when 
I saw this young lad, of coui-se I know he was 
nor, either Mr. Butt or hir. Sullivan, and that 
neither of them would stand on a barrel in the 
middle of the streets. 

8338. "What ajipearancc had this statesman on 
the barrel? — He was rather a delicate looking 



iu.m. 

8339. Then it was not Mr. Murtagli or Mr. 
M. D. Sullivan? — No, O’Donovan; I heard the 
jiolice call at the j^ublic-liouse where lie stopi^ed, 
for an irregularity, I think, and take down his 
name ; that is how I know his name ; well, this 
man got up, and said, “ IVhat brought ymu hero, 
sir ? go home, sir, yoxi have no husincss here. 

8340. Who said that?~The man ou the bar- 
rel. The persons around him were on carts; 
and some of tliem made very nasty gestures 
against me, and he thought he had a great tri- 
umph over me. I thought it was very insulting, 
and I did not think peojilo coming in to canvass 
in tliat way were fit for the county; and the 
people of the parish liaving seen roe, I suppose, 
came round and asked me what it was all about ; 
I said, “ You know as much as 1 do ; this fellow 
is coming here to canvass for Mr, Martin.” 
‘•'Who is Mr. Martin ?” they asked. “Well, I 
have not time to exjiend about any such matter 
now,” I said. I saw this was a specious looking 
fellow, and I asked the people to go away ; I 
then went to another house, three or lour perches 
from this, and addressed the people, and gave 
my mind to them as to how to act in the coming 
election, and I advised them to go home and not 
to listen to ^lersons of whom tliey knew nothing, 
and they went home. They asked me, “ Come 
with us round the town;” “No,” said I, “I 
would not like to be mixed up with such fellows 
as they.” Some of them threatened and jostled 
me, and said, “ If you go home and leave the 
place, we will do nothing to you.” 

8341. Did you - eventually leave there, or did 



you say anything to the people heyond what 
you mentioned ?— Nothing; I told the people 
to go home ; but when I had drawn the people off 
these people, some of whom were of the town 
and some were strangers; I believe most of the 
respectable people came away with me at the 
time ; a great number were from my own parish, 
and I passed them immediately afterwards. ‘VVe 
had a converation going home, and some of the 
people said, “ It is very likely to be like Tippe- 
rary.” I bad great jostling and abuse on that 
day. I was crushed against the wall, and tlireat- 
ened I would not bo Allowed to leave the town 
when I wanted to. I then went home, and it 
was reported during the Aveek iii the parish I 
had been abused in Granard. I made some 
allusion to the election, I think, on the following 
Sunday, and it was reported I had been beaten 
and abused, and all that ; that was done to terrify 
people from taking any part against Martin. 

Mr. .BkK objected to the last jiartof the 
answer. 



8342. Mr. M‘ Laucjhlin.'^ When did you next 
go to Granard ? - On the following Monday. 

8343. Was tlierc another meeting there on the 
1.3th?— Yes. 

8344. Was there a meeting of the Martinites 
that day ?— There was. 

8345. Did you see that meeting ? — I did. 

8346. Did you see the principal men who 
were there on that day ? — I scai-cely looked at 
tiiein. 

8347. Was Meauey there? — He was pointed 
out to me as being such a gentleman; a big, 
stout man, ivith wliite vest and black coat. 

8348. Was there any disturbance tiiat day ? — 
There was a little. I was in Mr. Pettit’s. 

8349. That is the man who Avas beaten and 
buried afterwards ?— We were speaking about 
the election. I Avent out and went down the 
street, and I saAV Father Fitzgerald nud Father 
McGaver at McGaver’s door. As I passedthe 
Martinites, they gave me a little jostling. 

8350. Did they physically come against you? 

Yes ; shoved me aliiout, told me I had better 

keep my distance ; something to that effect. I 
went doAvn, and Father Fitzgerald said some- 
thiucf to the people, and the crowds collected 
roun^, and it Avas suggested Ave had better apeak 
at the hotel. 1 think Father Fitzgerald left after 
speaking, and went up to the hotel ; and during 
the time of coming down there Avas a stone flung 
at us, which struck the Avail on the other aide. 
I could not tell who aimed it, but it Avould have 
done a great deal of harm ; and in retaliation I 
saw them make a rush at the Martiaite party. 
I heard that one jierson Avas struck. IFe Aveat 
up to the hotel. 

8351. Did you observe whether or not the 
peopile comprising those crowds Avere county 
Longford people or strangers? — A good number 
of those I saw Avere county Longford voters, 

8352. How many hundreds were there in that 
crowd ? — At first about a couple of hundred. 

8353. Eventually? — Eventually a number of 
people from Cavan came. I do not make that 
statement on supposition, because I knew them, 
having been in county Cavan some time. 

8354. Generallyspeaking, theyAvere strangers? 
— Yes. 

8355. Tliat applies to the people you saw on 
the 13th ; did you see the people on the 20th ? — 
I did. 



8356. They 
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8356. They were strangers, too ? — '^’’ewent in 
there on that day to meet Grevillej a great 
number came with us. 

8357. Did the people who came to meet Gre- 
\-iUe hold a meeting ?— They did, and passed 
resolutions. 

8358. "Was tliere any collision between the 
two parties at all ?— Not on that day. 'When we 
had passed the resolutions, we went home about 
two o’clock. 

8359. Were you at the noramation here t — 1 
was. 

8360. Were you in the street opposite Jjong- 
ford court-house when the row took place ? — No, 

I was noL 

8361. You did not see that? — No. 

8362. On the polling-day what town were you 
present in ; Granard? — Yes. 

8363. ^Yere you in Granard on the Saturday, 
1st January?— No, I was not; in fact, I was 
afraid of the Martinites. On the 20th, a priest 
from the county Cavan c.alled me in privately into 
his room, and told me my life was threatened. 

8364. At all events, you considered it would 
not be safe for you to go out without protection 
afterwards ? — I did. 

8365. That was in consequence of something 
you bad heai’d? — It was. 

8366. I do not know whether your residence 
is in the town or in the neighbourhood of Gva- 
uard? — About 3^ miles out of the town. 

8367. And the place where you officiated 
about two miles distaut?— More. 

8368. When did you first come into Granard 
on the polling-day ? — A little after 8 o’clock. 

8369. Whom do you mean? — The electors 
and non-electors ; a large body of people. 

8370. Do you mean the voters and those who 
were escorting them? — Yes. 

8371. What were your escort with you for ? — 
Lest they would be beaten. 

8372. Do you know where Gallow’s-hill is ? — 
Yes. 

8373. Were you in charge there with any 
party of voter where they were attacked about 
that place; Grevilleites?— Yes ; when the people 
all polled on that day; I could mention an in- 
stance before the polling-day; when we had 
polled, Father Fitzgerald and myself consulted. 

8374. In consequence of something you deter- 
mined on you went with the voters towards 
them? — Yes; in consequence of stones and 
bottles being pegged at us, and the people were 
compelled to go ; they could not stop any longer 
under such a treatment ; they went on ; there is 
a dead wall along the road for about 50 perches. 

8375. Had you any police escorting you upon 
that occasion ? — No ; some soldiers came out. 

8376. You went on towards the dead wall ? — 
Yes; the stones and bottles were pelted at me, 
and I was obliged to come off the horse ; but I 
did not come down when they came beyond the 
hio-li part of the wall ; they rushed at the people 
aiS pelted them with stones and hunted them ; 
a erreat body of i>eople continued to go on 
th^, aud I advised them to come off ; a part 
came on, and some were coming slowly, and 
I looked back again and a gi-eat party of 
the Martinites were coming across again after 
them ; some of them took the horse by the bridle. 
“ "Very well,” said I, “I will try and bring them 
home.” I cantered a mile up the road, some dis- 
tance, and when I got up there, the_ other party 
was down, and they were in collision ; the par- 
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ties beyond, when they saw what was behind, llev. 
rushed "back and attacked the Martinites, and P- O'ReiUij. 
chased them back ; tlien they came a third time, ~~ 
and then it was that the military fired. ^ April 1870. 

8377. Was anybody injured by the fire ? — 

No ; I did not see anybody injured. 

8378. Were you there when the military fired? 

— Yes ; I was behind. 

8379. Was he much wounded? — Yes, I think 
he was in the infirmary afterwards. 

8380. Were you guilty of any corrupt practice 
of any kind at the election ? — I was not. 

8381. And the orders produced to you were 
some authentic and some not authentic? — Yes. 

8382. What proportion of tlie orders were 
given after tlic election ; the smaller or the 
Tavger proportion? — The larger proportion. 

8383. I was going to ask you about Peter 
Daly who was exaraiuetl here; were you here 
when he was examined ? — Yes. 

8384. He swore that he h.ad a pistol, and was 
requested to leave, and he mentioned tiiat he had 
seen Father O’Reilly and Father Fitzgerald in 
tlio booth ; did you see him in the booth ? — Yes. 

8385. What was he doing in the booth ? — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Ml’. Justice Fiizgerald.'^_^ I do not see that 
it is pertinent to the inquiry whether he 
was put out or not. 

Mr. M^Laughlan was heard in support of 
his question. 

8386. Mr. JSPLavfjMan.'] Was he put out for 
violence ? — 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'\ I do uot think 
that the question is of any importance. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Munroe. 



8387. Was this the first time you spent any 
money at all in reference to the election ?— The 
first time I spent any money was the 13th De- 
cember. 

8388. I am referring now to the money you 
spent yourself out of your own pocket? — I gave 
orders. 

8389. What was the first time you g-ave any 
orders ? — On the 13th of December. 

8390. To whom were the orders given? — I 



gave them to different persons. 

8391. Tell me the immes of the persons to 
whom you gave the first orders ? — I cannot tell 
the names of the persons. 

8392. Were they at the public-houses in your 
own parish '/—Yes. 

8393. Smith’s is one, I suppose — 1 es. 

8394. Hourican and Killian’s ? — Yes. 

8395. Were the majority of the orders in 
Smith, Hourican, and Kiuhm’s ?— Yes. 

8396. Are there any other public-houses in the 
parish to which you gave orders ?— No. 

^ 8397. Were the orders you gave upon Houn- 
cau, Smith, and Kinlan orders for drink ?— Yes, 
some of them were, and to another house at 
Ballynalee. 

8398. On the 13th of December, when you 
crave the first orders, was it to all three ?— I gave 
Tt to two or three parties, and they were to treat 
a certain number of people on that day. 

8399. Tell me the names of the persons to 
whom you gave the orders ? — I could not. 

8400. Were they parishioners of your own? — 
Yes, two or three townlanda were there that 
came to our chapel. 

^ ^ 8401. >> hat 
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llev. 8401. Wliat amount oi' orders tlid you give on 

P. O’Reilly, the 13th of December ?- I do not know, perhaps 
it might be about 1-5 /. or so, hardly so mucli. 
•iApril i8;0. 840:i. That was the day on which there was a 

meeting in Granard? — Yes. 

8403. Had you been in Granard yourself? — 
Yes. 

8404. Was it after the men came home, or 
before they went, that you gave the money ? — 
When they were coming home. 

8405. ^011 wrote tiie orders on the roadside? 
— Yes, on one occasion. 

8406. "When was the next occasion on which 
you gave any orders?— On the following Monday. 

8407. Was there any meeting on the follow- 
ing Monday ? — Yes. 

8408. What was the date of that? — The 20th. 

8409. Was that one of the occasions on which 
you went into Granard to meet Mr. Gveville? — 
Yes. 

8410. Yon expected to meet Mr. Gi'cville per- 
sonally tlieve? — Tes. 

8411. Was he there present? — Yes. 

8412. And you brought in the parishioners to 
hear a declaration of his policy? — Yes. 

8413. Was it before you went in to hear Mr. 
G-evilie, or after you came away, that you gave 
the orders? — After I came away. 

8414. There v/as no disturbance? — No, I gave 
no orders or drink in Granard because I was a])- 
prebensive of disturbance. 

8415. But upon the 20th there w.as no dis- 
turbance ? — No. I did nut intend to go for any 
ovder.s ; I was sick all the morning, and I told 
them I -would be in, and I said if you go for 
drink, or anything of that kind, remember 1 have 
no means of giving you drink or money. 

8416. After you came borne from tlmt meeting 
of the 20th had Mr. Grcville adc.lressed the 
people ? — Yes. 

8417- Then the people came home ? — Yes. 

8418. A good part of the parish went in to 
hear him ? — A vast majority of the peojde. 

8419. Electors and non-electors? — Yes; it was 
the market day. 

8420. After the electors aud non-electors came 
home oil the 20th did you distribute any further 
orders? — No; in coming home I distributed them. 

8421. To whatexteut did you distribute orders 
on the 20th ? — There was a very large meeting 
on that <lay, aud I confess I exceedingly in- 
creased the orders in proportion to the size of the 
meeting 

8422. Did you give orders to the extent of 
40 J.-No. 

8423. £.30?— No. 

8424. £. 20 ? — It must have been 20 1. 

8425. Do you recollect who the pei-sons were 
to whom you gave the orders for the purpose of 
having a drink given among the people ? — 'I'here 
were two witnesses on the table, and I gave or- 
ders to one of them, l;ut I cannot say which. 

8426. I suppose those ordei's were to be cashed; 
did you so express it in Kinlan’s ? — No. 

8427. The whisky was to be got at Kinlan’s, 
Smith’s, or Hourican’s? — Yes. 

8428. .And they were to have di-lnk wherever 
they liked ? — Yes ; I could not have any control 
over them afterwai-ds. 

8429. Up to this time you liad received no 
money from any person ; you were spending the 
money on your own account ? — On the day you 
mention, I received 13 1. from Father Reynolds ; 
the 20th. 



8430. When was the next time you gave any 
orders, or spent any money ?■ — I think it was the 
day of the nomination in Longford. 

8431. The 31st?— Yes. 

8432. You gave no furtlier orders till tlie 31st? 
— No. 

8433. Were you in Longford at the nomina. 
tion ? - Yea. 

8434. Where was it you gave the orders; in 

Longford, or after you returned home? In 

Lon^brd ; I gave them all in Longford, I think. 

8435. To whom did ynu give tlie orders in 
Longfoi-d ? — I do not recollect that I made any 
distinction in Longford; I do not know whether 
I mentioned anything thal day where the orders 
were to be got. 

8436. I do not mean to ask you whether you 
gave the orders ou Smith orKinlan, or any other 
person in particular, but into wJiose bands did 
you give them ?-The same way as I did before. 

8437. You cannot give an idea of the person 
into whose bands you gave the orders?—! could 
give a notion, because I gave it into the hands 
of one or two people in tlie townlands. 

8438. For distribution over the townlands ? 

No; for distribution among the non-electors of 
the townlands. 

8439. Can you tell me what you gave in Louiy- 
ford ; you say that the first was about 15 /., tSe 
second 20/. ; what was the amount you gave in 
Longford? — 1 think the crowd was larger in 
Longford 

844('. Probably another 30 /. or 40 1. ? — I’es. 

8441. That was on the day of the nomination? 
— Yes ; 1 think 30 /. would he the maxiimim. 

8442. Did you give any orders for drink be- 
tween the day of the nomination and the day of 
the polling ? — No. 

8443. On tlio day of the polling did you give 
any orders for drink ? — No. 

8444. After the election was over, did you 
mve any orders for drink ? — No ; I was fatigued. 

I asked them not to ask me hi give orders then, 
and I went in the next day and gave orders. 

8445. Was that the morning of the election? 
— No, the evening of the election. I said I was 
not able to give orders, and they did not ask me. 

8446. I suppose you carried out your under- 
taking to the ]>eople? — I'es. 

8447. That would be ilie day after the poll- 
ing? — Yes. 

8448. Do you recollect to what extent you 
gave orders the day after tlie polling? — Some- 
thing like the general thing, J tfiinlc. 

8449. £.40 or £. 50?— No. 

8450. £. 30 ? — It may have been 30 /. I may 
mention somethiug with regard to the orders 
mentioned here. Immediately after the election, 

I asked these men for their orders. Smith gave 
me his orders ; I recognised all the ordem. I did 
not dispute with him ; he said I was con*ect 
about 37 /. With regard to the orders to Houri- 
can, [ sent for his ord ers ; he sent them up ; they 
were given to the housekeeper of Father Fitz- 

S erald’s house. I examined the orders before 
ather Fitzgerald. 

8451. What were you going to say? — With 
regard to these orders, I asked for them. I found 
there was a lot of verbal ordera out of tliose pro- 
duced. I did not give them at all; I gave no 
verbal orders. I sent for himself, and asked him 
whether they were orders ; I said, Why do 
such a thing as that ? I never gave any verbal 
order's; I gave no such order at all.” From that 
time 
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time forward, I never heard any more about it 
until I heard of it here. 

8452. Did you give him back the orders? — 
Yes. 

8453. All?— Yes, all. 

8454. Did he furnish you with any account ? 
I gave back the account of all ; even the ac- 
count was not totted right. 

8455. You told us that on the 20th you got 
12?. from Father Reynolds? — Yes. 

8456. What was the next sum of money that 
you got? — That was the first and the last. 

8457. Is that all you have got from Father 
Reynolds ? — Yes. 

8458. You expect to he recouped for the monies 
expended? — I will, if it possible, but if not, I 
must put up with the loss. 

8459. On the 6th of December you were in 
Granard you say ? — Yes. 

8460. When the man you describe got up on 
the barrel ? — Yes. 

8461. The people were listening to him 
quietly? — No, indeed, they were not; there was 
great cheering and noise- 

8462. If the orator was speaking well, would 
he not like to get a cheer ; supposing you were 
addressing a crowd, would you not like to be 
cheered ? — I would like to know what it was for ; 
sometimes the cheers were derisive ; those cheers 
were iif order to attract attention ; it was before 
he spoke at all. 



8463. Accordingly, having attracted attention, Rev 

you went down hi the meeting? — Yes. P. O'Reilly. 

8464. There was no disturbance until you ■ " ■ ■ 
went down there? — There was noue after I 2 April 1870. 
went. 

8465. Did not y<iu go forward there with the 
intention of preventing him speaking ? — I went 
forward to ask to see Mr. Sullivan, and these 
gentlemen who were re}iresented as coming from 
the country; I wanted to know who was the 
party who was coming. 

8466. You actually did go forward and inter- 
rupt the sjieaker adcli-essing the people ? — He 
had not coinmcuced to address the people. 

8467. The people were all ready to listen ? — 

The people I described were ready. 

8468. And there was no disturbance till you 
went down and addressed the person iiiteuding 
to speak? — None that I saw. 

8469. Did you do anything further ? — 1 called 
the people away. 

8470. And you addressed them?— And I 
addressed them. 

8471. Nobody interfered with you while you 
were addressing the people? — Some person 
wanted me to come down, and hunt the people 
out of the town. 

8472. Nobody interfered with you ? — No. 

8473. They cheered you ? — Yes. 

[The Witness witlulrsw. 



Alexander Hamilton, sworn ; Examined by Mr tieije.aut .'.rmstron^. 



8474. I BELIEVE you were formerly in the 
police? — Yes. 

8475. Were you living in Longford at the last 
election ? — I lived in Longford 23 years. 

8476. Then you know the town and the neigh- 
bourhood well, and the people about? — Yes. 

8477. And are well acquainted with the 
ordinary faces on market days, and gatherings ? 
— Yes. 

8478. Do you recollect the nomination day of 
the last elee’tion? — I have good reason to re- 
member it. 

8479. Did you see a body of Martin’s sup- 
porters that d.ay, headed bv Mr. Deuis Sullivan? 

—I did. 

8480. Did you see what they did, headed by 
Mr. Deuis Sullivan? — I saw a party of Mr. 
Greville’s supporters coming in past my own 
doors witli their colours up for ilr. Groville, to 
the number of nearly 100. A few minutes after- 
wai-ds, they had not time to pass over the bridge, 
they came back again, running as hard as they 
could run, and the colours trailing the ground. 
I was passing down Church-street, and as I saw 
them running down, the Greville party was 
hunted out by Martin’s; the Martin party was 
armed with sticks and stones, and they pursued 
them in that way till they got up to the gaol. 
I went on to the corner opposite the chui'ch, aud^ 
seeing that there was one man at the head oi 
them, I believe of the name of Sullivan, he is a 
brother to the gentleman here. Mr. Sullivan 
had come up out of the town, and he put his 
finger in his mouth, and requested them to come 
back ; they accordingly obeyed his call, and 
came back. I saw them come back very deter- 
mined. I turned to go home, but I was afraid 
they would attack myself. I did not interfere 
in any way in, nor interfered in it. I was coming 
home when the party in the rear belonging to 
• 178. 



Mr. Martin, I thought at the time they belonged Haviilton, 
to Mr. Greville, as his p.irty was huuted out of — ■— 
the town, but tliey turned out to he Martinites. 

There were three very tail fellows ; one with a 
large, big stick, and he flourished it about my 
head, and said, “Are you Martin?” I did not 
know what to say, seeing the road in such a 
state, and my life iu danger. I said, •'* No; I 
am a supporter of Mr. Nugent and Father Rey- 
nolds so with that *)ue of the uren hit rue on the 
head and T fell, and I was a few minutes dead. 

One m.an named Kelly, and the other Me , 

the one belonged to’ the Martin p.irty, knew 
me well, and seeing me lying dead, they came 
back to my side and held me up, when one of 
the Martin party caiuc again and hit uic in the 
lip, and cut it till the blood flowed very freely. 

Kellv said, “ This is Mr. Hammond, spare his 
life I” and, when he stated that, Mr. Sullivan 
got hold of me and brought me to Dr. Nichol, 
and told Dr. Nichol to soak my lip ami dress my 
wounds. So, after that was done, I retired home 
and tocjk my bed, and, iu fact, I was uot able to 
do anything for one term. I was in a very bad 
state ; I was near being murdered, and would 
have been murdered, except for those two men. 

Hanley was there; I am stating nothing but the 
truth; I went up to Mr. Sullivan’s office the 
tliird day after my wounds were dressed, and I 
said to Mr. Sullivan and hia brother that I was 
a disinterested person, and did uot interfere in 
any way, and thought it was very hard they 
would not give me any remuneration ; they said 
I even would have to pay the doctor’s expenses. 

So Mr. Sullivau, he appeared to be the governor, 
and he said lie had no funds; and, said L “ It is 
hard to say you have no funds to give any- 
thing to me after beating me, abusing me, and 
preventing me from working, for no reason. I 
had not a stick in mv h.md, and did not interfere. 
aa 2 * I hope 
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I hope YOU will leave the case iu the book,” be- 
cause as soon as I recover I meant to take an 
aclion against his brother, who headed that Mar- 
tin party ; I have never seen such conduct for 
the last 23 years as I saw in the town that day. 
I was iu the general election iu this county when 
Mr. Lefroy imscated another man, and it was 
not near so bad as this. I was the escort mjr- 
self of Mr. Lefroy when he was attacked m 
Grnuard ; I had to take refuge then, and it was 
nothing to the Martin party on that clay ; 1 never 
saw the like of it. 

8481. Do you consider there is anything to 



laugh at in what you told us ; do you think any 
man of feeling and respectability would laugh at 
it ?— Any man of respectability would not laugh 
at such a thing. 

8482. Or glory in it? — Others were treated 
in the same way in the Martin’s party ; I saw 
the blood lying there. The priests were hunted, 
and the voters and all pursued out of the town ; 
that is all I know about the case. I have 
notliing to do ou either side, and have not had 
from first to last. Dr. Kichol said he was very 
sorry it liappened with me. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Dk vncis Goiiwon, sworn; Examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 



848.3. Are you the head constable ? — I am. 

8484. Where are you stationed? — In the 
town of Grauard. 

8485. "Were you stationed there at tlie last 
election ? — I was. 

8486. And for some time before that, 1 pre- 
sume ? — Yes. 

8487. Do you remember the 6th of December 
the day on which the Martinites made their fimt 
display there ? — Ido. 

8488. Were there many people in the town 
that cLay of the Martinites?— There Avas a good 
number. 

8489. Were they strangers, or Avere tliey peo- 
ple from the neighbourhood? — Some strangers, 
and some from the neighbourhood. 

8490. Which Avas in the higher proportion? — 
The strangers. 

8491. Do you kuoAV a gentleman of the name 
of Douovan ? — I do. 

8492. Were you iu the last assizes here ? — I 
Avas. 

8493. Is th.at the gentleman examined m the 
court-house on an assault case ? — Yes. 

8494. He Avas a medical student i'rom Dublin, 
Ibelieve? — I do not know. 

8495. Did you see him there that day ? — Yes; 
he was addressing the peojile. 

8496. Do you know Mr. Sullivan? — Mr. 
Sullivan Avas not there ou that occasion. 

8497. Who Avas there ? — He was the only 
person Avho addressed the people on that occa- 
siou. 

8498. Did you observe whether there were 
any raidevs with him except himself? — No, I 
believe not. 

8499. Did those people on that occasion seem 
to be peaceable or the reverse ? — They Avere very 
noisy and turbulent. 

8500. I suppose your special attention Avas 
attracted to them by reason of that? — Yes. 

8501. On the 13th there Avaa aAiother display? 
—Yes. 

8502. That is Monday?— Yes; that was the 
following Monday ; the next market day. 

8503. On that day Mr. Sullivan was there? 

Yga. 

8504. This gentleman sitting behind you? — 
Yes. 

8505. And any other person ; did you know 
Lynch or Donovan, or any of those people ? — 
Yes ; the gentlemen named Lynchand Donovan. 

8506. What did they do ; was Mr. Stephen 
Joseph Meany there? — No. 

8507. When was he thei’e ? — The 20th and the 
27th. 



8508. Did the police find it necessary to inter- 
fere on the occasion of the 13th? — Yes. 

8509. Why ? — There Avere present 100 police 
under the command of the county inspector, and 
he so arranged for the force as to keep the two 
parties separate to prevent collision between the 
tAVO parties. 

8510. Was there any attempt at collision be- 
tween them? — There was. 

8511. Were tlie people there on that occasion 
strangers? — Those that composed Mr. Martin’s 
croAvd Aveve principally strangers, and those be- 
longing to Ml*. Greville’s pai*ty, belonged to the 
county and the adjoining neighbourhood. 

8512. Outhe 20th there Avas another gather- 
ing ?— Yes ; that is the ne.xt niai*ket day. 

8513. Were they more or less turbulent on 
that occasion than the tAvo previous occasions ?— 
More. 

8514. Were they more numerous? — Yes. 

8515. And strangers more strongly repre- 
sented ?— Yes. 

8516. Was that the day that all the public- 
houses Avere closed? — Yes. 

8517. That was thought uecess.iry as a matter 
of precaution by the police ?— Under the direc- 
tion of the magistrates the public-houses were 
closed. 

8518. Was there any disturbance that day ? — 
Yes. 

8519. What? — Shouting and chetriug and 
flourishing of sticks as they were the day before ; 
the police Avere arranged to keep the two parties 
from meeting. 

8520. On the 27th was Meany there?— Yes. 

8521. The 27th Avas the Monday before the 
nomination day ? — Yes. 

8522. Did you observe Meany there that day ? 
—Yes. 

8523. Was he speaking ; did he take apromi- 
nent part in the proceedings ? — He addressed 
Martin’s party from the window of a public- 
house. 

8524. What is the name of the public-house 
keeper ? — Mr. Brady. 

8525. Was he examined here during the 
progress of die inquiry? — I did not see him. 

8526. Did Mr. Meany speak first or second? 
— There were a number of speakers besides 
him. 

8527. Wlio ? — Mr. Sullivan was there. 

8528. Which Sullivan? — The gentleman noAV 
present, and Mr. Lynch. 

8529. Who is Mr.Lynch? — He w'ent by die 
name of Lynch, of Roebuck. 

8530. What was his occupation or calling m 

life 
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life of this celebrated person? — He was a stranger 
to us. 

8531. Did Donovan speak that day ? — 1 could 
not say 17111011 of them spoke, but 1 did not 
happen to hear any except JJr. Meany ; I heard 
a portion of his speech. 

8532. Did he say, on (hat occasion 

Mr. Buti objected to the question. 

8533. Mr. M‘ Lawjhlan^ "Wh-at did he say ? — 
I was anxious to see Mr. Meany, and I left the 
position I was in. 

8534. "Why were you anxious to hear him ? — 
I knew him to be a celebrated character, and I 
went down to see him, and 1 heai'd him intro- 
ducing himself as “ 6 foot 2 of treason felony;” 
as the man who had suffered for his country, and 
suffered the horrors of the British priscjns. 

8535. You heard Mr. Meany deliver an ad- 
dress? — Yes. 

8536. Was there any turbulence that day? — 
There was. 

8537. Was there any disturbance on the day 
of the polling? — There was. 

8538. It was very difficult to get to the poll at 
Grnnard, that day ? — It was. 

8539. Did you see any violence performed on 
the houses, or ou the people, that day ? — I saw 
stones thrown at the market-house, where the 
polling was going on. 

8540. The hotel and the market-house are 
together? — Yes. 

8.541. The polling was going on at the market- 
house ? — Yes. 

8542. Was ilie hotel smashed? — I saw the 
windows after ihey were broken. 

8.543. Were the people who threw the stones 
on that occasion, Martlnites or Grevillites ? — 
They were the Martin party. 

8544. They were strangers on that occasion ? — 
Yea, a number of strangers. 

8545. What counties did thej; appear to be 
froni?— They were from the adjoiuing counties; 
I knew some of the leaders to be from Cavan ; 
they were not what apjieared to be respectable 
men leading them ; one of them rode a grey horse. 

8546. Do you know who the man on the grey 
horse was ? — Y’es. 

8547. Who? — I do not remember his name at 
pi*esent. 

8.548. How do you know him ? — I know his 
appearance coming into Granard ; 1 disremember 
his name at present; I remember another who 
was very active. 

8549. Who was he ? — A Mr. Sherlow. 



8550. Did you see anybody there of the name 
of Nolan or Donau? — Not that I remember. 

855 1. You were not present when the military 
fired? — No. 

8552. As far as you could observe, did the 
proceedings of the Slartinites tend to interfere 
with the freedom of election dn that d.ay ? — I 
believe they did. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Butt. 

,8553. As to this first meeting, supposing the 
Martlnites had been allowed to go on quietly and 
hol(f a meeting, do you think tliere would have 
been any disturbance? — There was not much 
distui'bance. 

8554. Supposing the Martinites had been left 
alone, and -nobody meddled Avitli them, would 
there have been any disturbance ? — Except the 
cheering, I do not think so. 

8555. Would there have been any on the 
second occasion? — The police were tliere. 

8556. Is it not the fact that the Martinites 
held a meeting, and the otiier parties came in to 
disturb it? — Both parties came in force into the 
town, and the police were so arranged as to keep 
them separate. 

8557. Is not Gr.anavd ou the borders of Cavan? 
—Yes. 

8558. Do you think it would be possible to 
call a public meeting in Gniuavd to which Cavan 
men would not come ; did you ever see a public 
meeting in Granai-d? — No, except upon these 
occasions. 

8559. How far is Cavan from Granard? — I 
should think three miles. 

8560. Would these Cavan men be people who 
came in from the vicinity near it ? — No, I think 
not. 

8561. They came from a distance? — Yes; and 
I heard they came from Meath. 

8562. Meath is farther away?- -Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

8563. You mentioned a place called Roebuck; 
that is Roebuck in the county of Meath?— Yes. 

8564. How far is Granard from West Meath ? 
— A considerable distance. 

8565. Granard is not near Leitrim ? — No. 

8566. Mr. Justice ] After the elec- 

tion was over, was peace and order restored in 
the district?— No, my Lord; it is not over at 
the present ; those who supported Mr. Greville 
at the election are subject to annoyance even 
now. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. .John M. Manners, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



8567. You are ilagistrate of the county of 
Longford? — Y’es. 

I presume you know where Roebuck is? 

—Yes. 

8569. How far is that from Granard? — 12 or 
13 Irish miles. 

8570. In the county of Cavan? — Yes, in the 
county of Cavan, on the borders of county 
Meath ; about 12 miles, I should say. 

8571. Were you present at the election for 
this county ? — I was. 

8572. What was your polling-place for the 
election ? — Granard. 

8573. And you accompanied the voters there ? 
—I did. 

178. 



8574. Were you escorted in? — I was. 

8575. By what force ? — Military and police. 

8576. Was that necessary ? — Yea; I believed 
it to be so. 

8577. Why? — We apprehended being attacked 
on the way, and perhaps not being allowed to go 
in to record our votes. 

8578. Had you heard from other voters in the 
neighbourhood anything of there being a large 
mob, intimidating or seeking to intimidate ? — I 
cannot say that I heard that, but I was present 
on the day before the polling; there was a con- 
versation between a good many voters imme- 
diately adjacent^ where I lived, and there was a 
resident magistrate ; and we came to the con- 

A A 3 cluaon 



F. Gornion, 
S April 1870. 



Mr. /. M. 
Manwrs, 
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Mt.J. M. cinmon that an e«cort wonU he necMsai^ and 
Mam:tr€. theic ttas a i-eiiuisitioii made to Oairtam 

for an MCortl after oonsnltatlon, we belieTCd 

2 Apri! 1870 . thjit .jn escort woiilct be neoessnry_. _ 

8579. And you got up ii rcfiuUition, and i>ve- 

uiired the escort?— Yes. , , , . 

8580. "VYere ‘you escorted back again attci 

*^”s58^' Was the town in a disturbed state, or' 
otherwise ?— Very disturbed, according to ray 
n-ition about it. . 

8582. Just state wiiat came under your irarae- 
diate observation, wliicli you chavactense a dis- 
turbance ?— As to the disturbance of the town ? 

8583. Did you see stones thrown ? — I clul. 

8584. Did you see individuals assaulted . 

No; I cannot say so. , . *9 

8585. Did you see excited mobs in the street . 

8586. ' Did you obseiwe stones discharged 
against the court-house and the hotel, and in the 
neighbourhood?—! did; I was in the court- 
house when the stones were thrown from the 
main street; they broke the windows. I was m 
the hotel when the stones were thrown ; I can- 
not say that I saw them thrown, but I certainly 
heard the windows broken, and I was in the hotel 
and I saw the domestics rush to shut the shut- 
ters, and in the upper part of the market house ; 
the polling was going on in the lower part of the 
market house, and the stones were thrown at the 
windows in the upper part of the market house. 

8587. Are you aware that the hotel was fre- 
quented by Mr. Greville's friends tbat 

was aware that it was frequented by some of Mr. 
Greville’s supporters. ... , 

8588. Did you witness any rioting tbat took 
place towards the close of the evening when 
some of the people were going home ?— No, I 
was not a witness to that. 

8589. Are you aware that there were votci-s, 
people who had polled, contimiinf? in that court 
house afraid to go out after they had polled, to 
an advanced hour of the evening ? — No, i am not 
aware of that ns the fact. 

8590. You were not amongst them?— No ; it 

might be well for me to say to his Lordship, that 
I im'dit not have been so much aware of wliat was 
ffoiii" on as other people, because there was a pri- 
vate passage from the court house to the hotel, and 
out of the yard, that I made use of for my own 
convenience; I was not very far from the polling 
booths to the public streets. I merely mention 
that to say, that a great many things might have 
occurred between the polling places and the 
street that I could not have been an eye-wit^ 
ness to. . , r, 

8591. Do you know Mr. Pettit of tbat town r 
— Very well. 

8592. Did you see him that day ? — Yes. 

. . 8593. Did you see him after be was beaten? — 

No. 

8594. Was he in good health when you saw 
him? — Yes. 

8595. Has the disturbance, and the agitation, 
..1 a-,A-nn- continued in that neighbourhood since 



and fir 



the election, or have things quieted down iuGra- 
nard ?— I think perhaps latterly they have, for 
the hast few days or weeks, but for a good while 
after the election I believe there was a good deal 
of annoyance going on. 

8596. Yon are aware that a resident magistrate 
has been posted there since? — \es. 

8597. 'I’he Ilonmiraiile Captain Plunkett ? — 

8598. Do yon know, from the statements of 
auy voters in that way, from their representations 
to yon, whctlier any houses were attacked before 
the election?— I am not aware of it at all. 

Cross-examined by Mr. JExham. 

8599. You know the family of Lynches, of 
Roebuck ? — Y es. 

8600. Are they relations of yours? — They 
are. 

8601. Young Mr. Lynch is a cousin of yours ? 
—Yes ; bnt it is not Mr. Lynch of Roebuck who 
took part in the recent election. 

8602. Is it his son ?— No, because the father of 
either of those two Lynches is dead long since ; it 
was the younger brother, Mr. Lynch of Roebuck, 
the present tenant. The eldest son wrote a letter 
contradicting tlie statement that Mr. Lynch of 
Roebuck had attended the meetings in Granard, 
and that it was a young relative of his. He was his 
brother, his fourth or fifth brotlier, a boy who 
was at school in Dublin. 

8603. You say you know this Mr. Pettit very 
well ?— Pettit, of Granard 

8604. Were you present at the inquest?— No. 

8605. Did you hear of an inquest being held 
on him ?— I tliink tiiere was an inquest or some 
inquiry after deatli, and before interment. 

8606 Do you know Mr. John Qiiinu ; is he 
one of the coroners of the county ?-- Yes. 

8607. Do you know his handwriting?— No. 

8608. Have you much experience of elections 

in Ireland?— None at all except Longford and 
Cav.an. . , _ 

8609. You saw had elections in Lavau t— i 
saw an animated one; I do uot know what yon 
mean by a bad one. 

Re-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

8610. You say this young person of the name 
of Lynch, who was a kinsman, and who attended 
at Granard, is not the proper Lynch of Roebuck, 
but a younger brother ? — Heisthe fourtli or hltli 
brother, I tliink. 

8611. Can you tell me whether his lamiiy or 
any member of bis family approved of his con- 
duct? — 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice I do not require 

you to answer ; you may answer if you wish. 

Witness.] So far as any answer I can give, none of 
iiis family has spoken to me as to his apprwatton 
or disapprobation, but I have reason to beiieye 
that his family, or some portions of his family, did 
disapprove of his behaviour on that occasion. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 



Richaed Gnott, Sworn; Examined by Mr. M’Laughlan. 



1 stationed in the town of 



8616. You were here before the election? — Yes. 

8617. And at the time of tlie election, and 



8612-13. You i 

Lor^'ord?- Yea. . „ 

8614. Have you been stationed here for some since?— les. of 

time?-! have. 8618. Do you remember the first meeting 01 

8615. How long? — Going on nearly two years. Martin’s that was held in Longford ?—Yes.^^ 
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8619. "Were you present at it ? — Yes. 

8620. Who were the people wlio conducted 
that meeting? — Mr. Murta^h was at the head of 
the mob; they got some flags. .Mr. Murtagh 
and Ills party were something about 100 or 
200. 

8621. Mr. Janies B. Murtagh? — Yes. 

8622. Anybody else ? - ^fonc on that occasion, 
except the mob. 

8623. T\'as that the 4th of December ? — 
Yes. 

8624. Were the mob Longford people, as far 
as you know ? — I know they were ; most of them, 
at all events. 

8625. They were not very numerous that day ? 
— No. 

8626. Was there any speechifying? — Yes; 
Mr. Murtagh speechified. 

8627. Did he say anything about Mr. Meany? 
— I was not near enough to hear him. 

8628. Was there any disturbance that day? — 
No. 

8629. The next day, was there any disturb- 
ance ? — Not during the meeting ; I saw no dis- 
turbance at all. 

8630. On the day of the nomination was there 
a large crowd in the town? — A very large 
crowd. 

8631. A crowd of two parties? — Yes. 

8632. Which was the more numerous? — The 
Greville party was, I thiuk, the more numerous 
in the course of the day. 

8633. But oviguiallv, in the morning? — Ori- 
ginally, iu the niorniug, the M.artin jiarty was 
the most numerous. 

8634. Did you see any attack made by one 
mob on the other, or an attempt that was made ? 
—I did. 

8635. .About what time of the day was it ? — 
About nine o’clock in the morning. 

8636. At what time had the Martin mob come 
into the town that morning? — I did not see 
them till nine o’clock; I heard they were in 
earlier. 

8637. Did you see the attack yourself? — I 
did. 

8638. Was anyone leading the Martinite mob ? 
— Mr. Murtagh was. 

8639. At the time of the actual attack? — 
Yes. 

8640. Mr. James B. Murtagh? — Yes. 

8641. Did you see any other gentleman there 
at the time? — No, not that I recognised; there 
was a large crowd of them up cheering and 
shouting in the street. 

8642. Were there any stones thrown ?— Imme- 
diately after this party came upj headed by Mr. 
Murtagh, there were stones thrown. 

8643. By whom?— Jlr. Murtagh’s party; 
Uiey were throwing oi-er the heads of the 
police. 

8644. The police were drawn up between 
them and the Grevillite party? — Yes. 

8645. And Mr. Murtagh coming on with the 
arty, the party behind threw stones over their 
eads? — Yes. 

8646. The party that Mr. Murt.agh was head- 
ing threw stones ovei' the police, who were drawn 
up between the Grevillites and the Martinites ? 
— Yes. 

8647. Did Mr. Murtagh tiy to restrain the 
party throwing stones ? — No ; the police charged 
the party, and they were divided by the police. 

8648. Do you remeniher during that day 



biingiug a Martinite man out of the Greville 
mob yourself, persoually? — No, uot on that day. 

8649. You say the police charged them ? — 
Yes. 

8650. Who do you mean by them ? — ’!'he Mar- 
tinite patty. 

865 1. Before the stones were thrown by them, 
had any stones been thrown by the Grevillites? 
— No, not one. 

8652. Was there any raoie stone-throwing 
that day ? — Yes ; they continued the stone- 
tluowiiig for a few minutes ; 10 minutes. 

8653. Notwithstanding the chai-ging of the 
police ? — Notwithstanding the charging of the 
police. 

8654. During that time was Mr. Murtagh 
still with this crowd ? — I could not say he was, 
because when the police charged them they were 
scattei’ed on each side. 

8655. After the stone-throwing ceased, was 
there any stone-throwing subsequently that 
day ? — No ; not that I saw. 

8656. Were you here on the day of the poll- 
ing? — 1 was. 

8667. Was the mob of Martinites at the poll- 
ing equally niimeroua with the mob on the day 
of the nomination ? — Not exactly so strong. 

86.78. What was the number on the nomina- 
tion day ? — Keally 1 could not tell. 

i >59. Thousands? — Tlieie was uot so inanv, 
I tlnnk. 

8660. Were there any windows broken, or 
anything of that sort? — There xveie some win- 
dows broken iu the hotel. 

8661. Those were Mi. Grevilie’s committee 
rooms '{ — Yes. 

8662. Do you know where Mr. McKcou lives 
in Ballymahon-street? — Yes. 

8663. Were there any of his windows broken 
on that day ? — Not that day; the day of the no- 
mination. 

8664. Before the election, in the interx'al 
between the 4th of December and the nomina- 
tion day on the 7tli of December, w'hat condition 
w.as the town in? — The mobs were very e.vcited 
from time to time. 

8665. Of which paity were the mobs? — They 
were ijiincip.ally on both sides. 

8666. Were there any strangers heie? — A 
great number. 

8667. Were you present on any occasiou when 
Meany spoke, except the one? — No; I never 
saw Meany, except on the 22ud of December, 
when he attempted to speak out of Mrs. Bunn’s 
house. 

8668. Weie you on duty the day of the poll- 
ing iu the court-house ? — Yes. 

8669. What part of the court-house building? 
— Geneml^- tlie front of the court-house. 

8670. Who was inspector here for Mr. Mar- 
tin's party at this court? — Mr. Meany was. 

8671. That is, a man who acts as attornev ? — 
Yes. 

8672. I suppose you wei'e out and in from one 
court to the other? — Yes, very often during the 
day. 

8673. Do you know a man of the name of 
White from county Leitiim ? — I do not. 

8674. Do you know Shanley? — Yes. 

8675. Do you see the man who is standing by 
the passage {pointing to a man in the court) ? — 
Yes. 

8676. Have you seen that man before? — Not 
until lately, in the town. 

A A 4 8677. You 
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8677. You did not see Irim in tlic election.?— 

No: 1 made inquiry ofliiin. _ a; • , 

8678. Did you see him iwjting m any otnuial 
caimcity .at tlie time of the election No. 

8679. Dill you see him at the time oi tlic 
election here at all ? — Not that I iccollect. 

8680. I asked yon whether you ever took a 
man out of the ^l'la^tin part from the mob?— 
Yes ; on the day of the polling a man was givmg 
a great deal of annoyance, and I got him up in 
the barracks, and he continued shouting theu. ,\ 

8681. At the time you l>rought him u]> was 
he shouting for Martin ? — No. 

8682. Did they do him any harm ? — No. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Monroe. 

8683. Did you see McKeon about with any 
of his mob? — Ye.a. 

8684. MeKeon has a will of Ins own; at the 

head of a mob you would not like to meet him ?— 
I did not see li'im at tlie head of a mob, but I saw 
parties after him. « 

8685. Do you know bis friend Jflahcrty 
Yes. 

8686. T\’'as he first lieutenant under McKeon ? 

— I cannot say. . . 

8687. Did you assist at the proscuntion ol 
Flaherty at the assizes ? — No. 

8688. Were any of tlie Martin party prose- 
cuted ?— They were. 

8089. At tlie assizes? — No. 

8690. Were any others of the Greville party 
prosecuted besides Flaherty? — No. 



8691. Were any of the others of the Greville 
party besides Flaherty prosecuted for assaults? 
— Frequently they were. 

8692. And for drunkenness?— Yes. 

8693. Were they fined when they were con- 
victed of drunkenness? - They were fined. The 
day of the nomination we arrested about seven 
for stone-throwing. 

8694. Who paid the fines for the Greville s? 
— I cannot say. 

8695. Did you see Mr. Murtaghs windows 
broken ? — No. 

8696. Did yon hear that ms windows were 
broken? — I did not. 

8697. Did you ever see a nomination day at 
a contested election that there were not two 
parties a good deal elated? — Never. 

Ec-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

8698. Did you say, in answer to my learned 
friend, that none of the Martin people were 
prosecuted at the assizes, the last assizes?— 
Yes; it was the Grevillitc party I mean. 

8699. Do yon know Tom Maxwell from Gra- 
navd, who was tried in this court?— I do not 
know him personally. 

8700. Do not yon know that plenty of the 
Martin people were prosecuted and some con- 
victed? — I prosecuted some of tliem myself. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



E. Malttbaii. 



Edwakd MaLABAN, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



8701. I BELIEVE you are stationed at Bally- 
mahou?— I was stationed at Bnllymalion at the 
time of the election. 

8702. Perhaps you know a gentleman or the 
name of Dr. Langham ?— Yes, he lived within a 
few doors of the police baiTack. 

8703. Were you in the booth at the time lie 
came forwai'd to vote? — I did not see him going 
to vote. 

2704. Were you in attendance at the booth 
with the party of your men? — I was in charge of 
the booths. 

8705. "Was there any one hindered from voting 
there?— I saw a man interfered with as he avas 
going to vote. 

8706. Did he get his vote registered? — Yes, 
he went up and voted for Mr. Greville. 

8707. Was there anything to prevent Dr. 
Langham polling if he chose to poll ? — No. 

8708. You have been stationed some time at 
Ballymnlion? — Three years and six months. 

8709. From the time the Martinites began to 
agitate early in December, what was the con- 
ation of Ballymahon?— It was in a very dis- 
turbed state. 

8710. Do you attribute tliat to the agitation 
about the election ? — I do principally. 

8711. Did you observe lambs and strangers in 
Ballymahon on some occasions? — I did on seve- 
ral occasions. 

8712. Were there large numbers of strangers ? 
—On the day of polling there was between 800 
and 1,000 men, principally from Westmeath. 

8713. Had these men sticks and weapons of 
that sort? — Yes, and bludgeons. 

8714. Were they a very formidable looking 
patty ? — I never saw as formidable a mob in my 
experience before. 



8715. Are you 20 or 30 years in the force? — 
Going on 33 year?. 

8716. Were the military in Ballymahon as 

well as tlie police ?— There were a l.argc number 
of military. ^ 

8717. And a great power of police.'’ — iuere 
was police from other counties ; 21 8 police in the 
district of Ballymahon, and there was 133 in- 
fantry soldiers, and, I think, 79 or 80 cavalry. 

8718. Was there any artillery? — No; there 
were some of the commissariat party there. 

8719. According to the best of your observa- 
tion, having rofevcncc to the cliamctcr of tins 
strange mob, was tlie atteudauce of the military 
and police force necessary? — Absolutely neccs- 

tf720. Do you think the election could have 
got on at all without them ? — If this crowd were 
not put over the bridge, and kept the other side 
of the bridge, it is ray opinion the voters could 
not have gone into the booths. 

8721. Did any of the voters complain to you 
of being threatened, intimidated, or alarmed m 
reference to tlie election before the voting?— 
Not one ; the only voter I saw interfered with 
was the man in the booth. 

8722. That was the man who afterwards suc- 
ceeded in getting his vote registered ?— Yes. 

8723. Was he a Grevillite or a Mai'tinite? 
He voted for Mr, Greville, and they wanted to 
bring him over to the other side ; I told them 
of tSe consequences of interfering with the man 
in the free exercise of liis vote, and I told them 
to let him go and vote who he pleased for 5 
when he was let out he voted for Mr. Greville. 

8724. Your attention seems to have been con- 
fined to your own district during the election? 
Yes, to Ballymahon exclusively. 

■' 8725. Ai-e 
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8725. Are you able to say from your general 
acquaintance with the county, whetlier i eniau- 
ism luu- pvevailetl t-o any great extent? — I be- 
lieve it to exist. 

Mr. objected to the coui-se of exami- 
nation. 

Mr. Justice \'itz(jem'dP^ It is not quite 
irrelevant with reference to the altar ad- 
dresses of Father Fitzgerald. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Butt. 



8726. Did you see di-ink given out in Bally- 
inalicm at the time of the election ? — I never saw 
drink given out ; I saw people coming into 
public-lutusea to drink. 

8727. Did you see much whisky about then? 
— There was a good deal of it. 

8728. Do you recollect on one occasion, when 
the j)eopie were drawn up on the street, seeing 
driukiug in the hall of a house ; Avas there any 
drunkenness in consequence of the drinking that 
you saw going on in the public-houses? — There 
Avas a good deal of it. 

8729. Was it free drinking? — I saw a barrel 
of porter taken the clay of the election ; there 
were barrels of porter taken out of the public- 
house and distributed outside the town. 

S'7.30 Did you see any other free drinking 
during the election time ? — I could not say Avhe- 
ther it was free or not; but there Avas a good 
deal of ilriuk. 

87IU. And druukenness?— And dvimkenness. 

8732. Do you know to Avhich ijarty those be- 
longed that YOU saw drinking '{— The parties avKo 
got up the barrels oi' porter Avere the siipjiorters 
and voters for Mr. Martin ; they came from 
RathcUue. 

8733. The other people that you saw drinking 
in the publich-houses, who Avere they? — They 
belouged to both parties. 

8734. Did you see both parties drinking to- 
gether in the public-houses in Ballymahou ? — 1 
saAV persons going into the houses that Averc 
reputed to be in the interest of ilr. Greville, 
and AA'hcn they came out they shouted for John 
Martin. 

8735. Did you see that frequenly occur ? — 
Yes, and I even cautioned people against glA-ing 
drink. 

8736. What were the houses that you saw 
people coming out of? — Indeed, more than one 
liouse. 

8737. Tell the names? -I saw them coming 
out of the house of a man named Flanagan ; it 
was said that he Avas in the interest of Mr. Gre- 
A-iUe. 



8738. Any other house ? —Mr. Hanley’s. 

8739. Anyone else? — Yes, of a man of the 
name of Molloy, Avho had been in the police. 

8740. Were* people frequently going in and 
out of the houses you have named ? — Yes. 

8741. Constantly? — Yes. 

8742. Do you know .llulvehan’s house? — 
There are a good many Mulvehans. 

8743. Was there an unusual number of people 
woing in and drinking in these houses ? -There 



was !i largo coucoursc. and consequoutiy the 
houses Averc full. 

8744. The first day in Ballymalion that you 
saw a mcetiug of Martinites it was quite quiet 
and peaceable, was It? — it was, because tbo 
otliev party ran away and left the rOAvn to them • 
selves. 

8745. And when they Aveiv left to theni.«olves 
it Avas quite q^uiet? — Yes; and it was a A'eiy 
unusual thing, for it was a market-day in the town. 

8746. And I suppose they would have been 
quiet if they had been left to tbomseh’es ? — I do 
not know about the next day ; Ave bad a large 
force of military and police the nc\t day betweo;i 
two mobs. 

8747. As to the number of military and police 
brought in, Inacl you been at contested elo<•tion^ 
there before ? — in Longford, but in several 
counties in Ireland ? — I was in Wicklmv and Kil- 
dare and Queen’s County, where the jiolliiig war 
a<l(ourued iu consequence of strange uioIm from 
Ti'p: crary. 

37-'8. Tipperary is near Queen’s County? — 
Yes. 

8749. I supjMise you hud a quantity ofjiolice 
and cavaliy soldiers drafted into it?’ — We got 
consignments from the camp at the C'lUTagli ; a 
large force the following day. 

87.50. You had abundant force in Ballyinalion 
to help the police? — We had sotiicicnr tf>r-:o to 
put the mob out of the town, and keep them out 
of it. 

87.51. Did you let tiie other mob keep the 
toAvn? — Xo : AA’e disarmed them. 

87.52. All you coulddo, was to keep one party 
out and let tiie others stay iu? — Y’es. 

8753. The Grevillites had the best of it : the 
run of the foAvn? — There Avere some Murliritcs 
in the town too. 

8754. The greater quantity of the Martinites 
AA'ere ]mt out ? — Yes ; the ^Vestmeatll contingent. 

8755. You took the sticks from the Grevides? 
— We took a large number of sticks. 

8756. How many ? — The military officero took 
armsftill away. 

8757. Were they large sticks? — They acre 
every kind, from a. bludgeon to a fancy stick ; 
indeed, I gave a fancy stick to a gentleman from 
Dublin, and be said he would not take lialf-.i- 
sovereign for it. 

8758. Which party if they had come to a 
fair fight would have beaten ; Avhich was the 
stroiicest party ? — The Martinites Avere fiiur to 

8759. Would they have beaten the others? — 
They would ; they were four times as many. 

Re-examined by Mr. Seijeant Arvistrony. 

8760. I bebeve the men you got out of the 
town were non-electors; there were no voters 
among them ? — Xo ; there Averc no voters among 
them. 

8761. The men you alloAved to stay, and took 
the sticks from them, Avere many of them electors; 
did you know many of them to be voters ? — I saw 
voters amongst them. 

[The Witness vrithdrew. 



Denis Dane, sworn; Examined by Mr. M‘Lau&hlun. 



8762. You ai-e stationed at Longford? — Yes. 

8763. And have been so for a good number of 
years ? — Xeaviy seven years. 

8764. Y’ou know the toAvn well ? — Well, I do. 
178. 



8765. And the people about it? — Yes. 

8766. For instance, you would know Shanley 
if you wei-e asked ? — ^Yes. 

B B 8767. Did 
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8767. Did you see the first meetit^? — Yes; I 
fttw the first meeting on the 4th of December. 

8768. Wfis that the one Meany was at ? — No ; 
the first time I saw Meany was on the 22 dc 1 of 
December. 

8769. Who were at the meeting of the 4th? 
— The cousin of Mr. Sullivan, and two others, 

8770. And two others? — Yes. 

8771. On the next occasion wiieu there was a 
meeting, were you there ? — Yes. 

8772. Was Mr. Meany there ^ — No; the first 
time I saw Mr. Meany was in the evening of the 
22nd of December, at half-past fonr in the after- 
noon. 

877S. Where? — Mr. Spurgin’s house ; he was 
introduced by Edmund O’Donovan, and Mr. 
O’Donovan introduced him to a party who had 
collected about the door on the street; he put 
his head through the window and said he was too 
large ; he said that he ^vas six foot two in treason 
felony. 

8774. Did you observe Mr. Denis Sullivan 
there on that occasion ? — No. 

8775. Did you subsequently observe any 
leaders acting with Mr. Stephen Joseph Meany ? 
— Yes; I saw him at Mr. Hanley’s, and I saw 
them go down to the place they called the com- 
mittee-room in Water-street. 

8776. When you say some of them, you mean 
one or two ? — I saw ^Ir. Clark, I think, and I 
believe I saw Mr. Sullivan here in company witli 
him and Mr. Duggan ; he was in the rooms witli 
him at Mr. Kelly’s. 



8777. Did you see Mr. J. B. Murtagh often 
during the proceedings ? — Yes; I did. 

8778. Did you see any other person with Mr. 
Meany ? — I saw Mr. Clarke ami Mr. Lynch. 

8779. Were you in tlie court-house on the oc- 
casion of the polling ? — Yes. 

8780. Of course you saw Jfenny here ? — Yes; 
I saw him here objecting to notes. 

8781. Did you observe who was inspector for 
the Martinites? — I saw the tally clerks, and 
I saw Mr. Hanly going from place to place. 

8782. He was conducting agent? — Yes. 

8783. Do you know a man named Wood from 
the county Leitrim ; — I know a man from tlie 
county Leitrim who acted there as clerk ; I 
cannot say his name is Wood ; this man had been 
acting in the other court, and was there a eoii- 
eiderable time. 

Cross-examined by Mr. E.xkam. 

8784. Did you sec Mr. John M'Keon acting 
in the election ? — I saw him going about the 
town the same as many others. 

8785. Did you see any parties brought up for 
drunkenness? — I had an opportunity of seeing 
all parties ; I was by all the time. 

8786. You saw the fines paid? — Yes; I saw 
the fines paid for their parties ; Mr. Martin’s as 
well as Mr. Greville’s. 

[Tlie Witness withdrew. 



Mr. Thomas Gbegory, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant ArmsiroK//. 



8787. I believe you were Sub-Sheriff of this 
county at the last election ? — I was. 

8788. Were you in Longford during a part of 
the time, from the time of the agitation upon the 
subject commenced ? — Y’es. 

8789. Do you reside in Longford? — No; I 
reside within about three miles 0 ? it. 

8790. And I presume you have been a long 
resident here, and are well acquainted with the 
county? — Quite so. 

8791. Did you in Longford, preparatory to the 
election, observe who were the leading parties on 
the Martin side ? — I did. 

8792. Just state who they were? — I saw Mr. 
Sullivan and Mr, Mea.ny, and I saiv Mr. O’Dono- 
van, and I saw Mr. Kirwin ; those persons were 
represented to me as having been from Dublin, 
and they came down here to promote the election 
of Mr. 'Slartin as his friends. 

8793. I presume you are pretty well acquainted 
with the county generally, and the state of society 
and the state of feeling? — Yes; I have had 
experience of elections for 40 years. 

8794. Are you able to tell me whether, in 
your opinion, there is a prevalent belief among 
the voters in the county, and particularly among 
the freeholders of the county and in society gene- 
rally, of the existence of Eenianism in the county, 
more or less ? — My impression is that Eenianism 
and sympathy with it prevail to a very large 
extent, and has been much promoted previous to 
the last election. 

8795. You heai-d no doubt of the 'Tipperary 
contest and the success of O’Donovan Rossa? — 
I read the proceedings in the paper. 

8796. And I presume you read the address 
published on behalf of Mr. Martin, by some 



party or parties unknown? — Yes: a tenant of 
mine from the parish of Columbkill brought it to 
my office, and he informed me that he got itfrom 
a shop in this town, and I took it from him, 
and I recommended him not to bring it to his 
parish amongst the country people there, as I 
deemed it a Fenian document. 

8797. That is your real opinion ? — That is my 
real opinion of the document, and I expressed it 
to him. 

8798. Was there a difficulty in getting the 
voters for Mr. Grcville to the poll? — The greatest 
difiiculty that I ever saw ; I never saw anything 
in my experience like the violence that presented 
itself on that occasion. 

8799. We have all heard of the great masses 
of police and military drafted into tlie county in 
reference to this election ? — Yes; I have had a 
communication with the High Sheriff previous to 
the election, and he deemed the presence of a 
large force of military and police indispensable. 

8800. Is that your opinion ? — Yes, and I ad- 
vised upon the subject too. 

8801. Do you believe that the election could 
have been conducted fairly at all without a 
force of protective troops? — I believe it would 
have been impossible to have the election with- 
out the assistance the freeholders got, because I 
was aware that a determination existed for the 
puipose of preventing, if possible, tbe persona 
voting for Mr. Greville ; I was aware of th®*’ 
organised system that existed in the country. 

8802. Do you believe that the aid of the non- 
electors was necessary under the circumstances? 

Mr. Butt objected to the question. 

8803. Mr. Serjeant id rmsfron^.] Do you think 
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•that iftlie electors had attempted to come alone, 
imjn-otected in any way, they would ba^•e suc- 
ceeded in reiiciiing the polling places?— I believe 
not ; I have reason to tnow it. 

S804. I pveauuie the military and police were, 
generally speaking, massed in the different towns 
where the polling was going on ? — Yes, and not 
scattered over the country generally. 

8805. Was it necessary, in your opinion, in 
order to enable the men when they did reach 
the booths to poll at all, that they should be so 
massed in the different towns ? — Yes. 

8806. And not have been scattered over the 
country? — Yes; they must be couceatrated in 
the polling places. 

8807. AVas there any violence offered to your- 
self, as chief officer of law ? — Yes ; when passing 
througlj Grauard late, having been in Bally- 
malion to make arrangements for the polling on 
tlio 3rd, t arri\ed in (Jranavd sonething about 
eight o’clock, and the horse I was driving was 
struck ; I had two policemen with me, and the 
policemen told the mob who I was, and if they 
would persist they would take steps to protect 
me. The mob still persevered, and I arrived at 
tlic hotel door, and they were so violent, still 
shouting for John Martin, that tlie two police- 
men that I had with me said they were prepared, 
and would, if I was attacked, fire upon them ; in 
a very short time, probably in a minute or two, 
tlie ])atrol of police came up, and then the mob 
retired. 

8808. On the day of the polling where were 
yon?— 1 was in the market-house booth in 
Gj'jiuard, endeavouring to afford, as far as my 
influence enabled me, a facility to the freeholders 
to record their votes. 

8809. Was there great difficulty in accom- 
plishing that? — Yes, the greatest imaginable 
difficulty, because the place had been previously 
crammed by the Martinite party. 

8810. They had got possession of the place? — 
Yes. 

8811. AA'as the town remarkably disturbed? — 
Y'es ; so much so that at night, and even when I 
was at dinner, there were several stones thrown 
at the window, and during tlie nisht a profes- 
sional gentleman, to whom I gave part of my 
bod, from the violence exhibited during the 
w'hole night ; and we almost came to the conclu- 
sion that there would be no election the next day. 

8812. And these demonstrations continued 
daring the greater part of the uight ? — Yes. 

8813. Were they such as to insirire terror? — 
They were calculated to inspire terror so much 
so, that if I had not the assistance of the military 
and police, I should almost have considered our 
lives in danger. 

8814. Are }’ou awai'e whether Longford itself, 
nearer your own home, was agitated and in a 
state of alarm, after the spouting of the Martinite 
people ? — Y’es ; I happened to have been present 
on the fii’st occasion that Mr. Sullivan spoke; 
the officer who was with me is here, and the 
meeting assembled opposite the steps of the 
court-house, and they addressed the people from 
the steps. 



8815. AVliat w'as the effect of the speeches? 

To create great excitement and great alarm 
among the w'ell-disposed. 

Cross-examined by Mr. !\Ionroe. 

8816. You said you relied on the military aud 
police to keep tlie people asunder? — I relied 
upon the military and police to prevent the peo- 
ple being attacked and probably seriously in- 
jured in the hotel. 

8817. The military aud police were in Long- 
ford in the various polling places ?— Y'es ; they 
were in Longford and Granard at the time of tli'e 
election. 

8818. And, of course, if the military and 
police had only one crowd to deal with, they 
could deal with them much more effectually than 
if they had two? — Y'es. 

8819. We have heard .something about the 
development of Feuianism; do you think it 
would tend to the development of Feuianism if 
O’Donovan ilossa were liere himself? — I think, 
generally, party feeling and party excitement 
are identified with the party, and usually prin- 
ciples of that kind are jiromoted by elections of 
this kind in a county, and particularly elections 
violently conducted ; I was going to explain the 
reasons upon which I found the opinion that 
party business and Feuianism might be produced, 
aud I say the introduction of a stranger into a 
county liaviug a certain object in view, tends 
very greatly to promote those systems ; I ha\'e 
known it upon several occasions. 

8820. Is O’Douovaii Eo.ssa a friend of yours ? 
— No ; I do uot know him at all ; I only had a 
communication with him at one time, and Ste- 
phen Joseph Meauy came the day before into the 
office to make arrangements about the polling. 

8821. Is O’Donovan Eossa a friend of yours? 
— No. 

8822. Do you know Mr. Tom .Maxwell? — I 
do. 

8823. Is he a friend of Tom Maxwell’s? — I 
do not know. 

8824. Were you present when Mr. Maxwell 
said this: thev were there on behalf of their in- 
carcerated friends, aud he firmly believed that 
before Christmas Day the.r would be restored 
to their families ; did you hear that ? — I do not 
know. 

8825. Do you approve of it ? — I would. 

8826. Is Mr. Ileynolds, now solicitor for Mr. 
Greville, solicitor for the political prisoners ? — 

8827. Did he say ho thanked the meeting on 
behalf of the political prisoners, most sincerely 
for their appearance on that day? — I do not 
know what words Mr. Reynolds used upon that 
occasion. 

8828. “It is the earnest wish of the }ieople 
of Ireland to see them, by au act of clemency, re- 
stored to their families and homes, and that their 
immediate amnesty will be i-eceived as a boon by 
all classes throughout the country ” ? — Those 
were my sentiments, aud I moved that resolution 
and approved of it. 



The Honourable Captain Thomas Plunkett, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Arm$trong. 



8829. Y ou are a Resident Magistrate ? — I am. 

8830. AVhere were you at the time of the 
election ? — I was at the Edgeworthstown during 
the time of the election. 

178. 



8831. Prior to the election, had you been sta- 
tioned at Longford? — I had. 

8832. Were you in Granard at all during the 

B B 2 election ? — 



Ml. 

T. Gregni!/. 
2 April 1870. 



Hod. Capt. 
f. Plunkett. 
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Hon. Capt. 
T. I'lunkett. 

2 April 1870. 



election?— I wa,s there about a quarter of vrn 
hour the dar before the polling. 

8833. Passing through? — I weut there on 
business from EHgewortltstown. 

8834. Was Eclgeworthstown very ijinetdiiring 
the election time ( — It was. 

8835. That was an exception to tlic generiil 
state of the county ? • J believe so, from what I 
heard. 

8836. There is no polling i>hioe at Edge- 

worthstmvn ? — No. _ _ 

8837. Do von know anything ot houses having 
been broken 'into and visited ? — Yes. 

8838. How?- -There were informations sworn 
before me by a \ cter. 

8839. When was that ?— The day before the 

election. , 

8840. This is the information ! — Yes. 

8841. -‘Petty Sessions _ District of Edge- 
wortlistown, county Dougford; information of 
Lawrence Kenny.” 

Mr. JJuti objected to the information 
being read. 

8842. Mr. Serjeant A/mstronff.] What did 
the voter say ?— He stated that his house had 
hecn visited'the night before by an armed party ; 
that one of the party threatened him that if he 
did not vote for Mr. Martin his wife would be a 
widow the next day, and they fired shots; one 
shot went into the house, into some press in the 
kitchen. 

8843. Do you know of any other outi-age in 
addition to that, so far as voters communicated 
to you? — None that came under my own no- 
tice. 

8844. Since that, I believe, you have been in 
Grranartl.^ — I have. 

8845. You were sent specially there? — Yea. 

8846. What is the condition of Granard since 
you have been there ; is it quiet or Uirbulent? 
— It has been turbulent 

8847. What particular class of turbulence has 
manifested itself since the election 7 -Feuianism 
generally. 



8848. Yon mean acts of Fenianism? — Yes. 

8849. In what particular acts has it illustrated 
itself '—The breaking of windows by reputed 
bad chai'uctevs and Fenians. 

8850. I believe (Trannrcl is an excitnhle place 
generally '■ — It is. 

8851. '.'Vnd its condition lias got worse in coii- 
seiiuonco uf tlie election, or since the election? — 
Yes. 

8852. On tlic day you wore there for a quar- 
ter of an hour, could you tell the particni.ar day 
of the month ? — The day before the polling. 

8853. That was on the Sunday? — Yes. 

8854. Ihcre ivas no meeting on that Sunday? 
- No. 

8855. Do you know whether or not there were 
large incursions of strangers shortly before the 
election? — 1 was not there then. 1 loft the 
county before the election, and I was sciit back 
from Sligo. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Buti. 

885G. Do yon know Longford well? — I was 
there for nearly l.lu'ec years. 

8857. Do you know Dr. Pearson O'Leary ? — 
I think I knew him in Cork, but not here. 

8858. When you speak about Fenianism, you 
appear to think'it consistent with breaking wm- 
(lows '—Yes, it is consistent with anything of 
that Bork 

8859. Was that the only outward demonsti-a- 
tiou of Fenianism that you have had ? — No, not 
since I have been in the county. 

8860. Since the election?— No; Isawagreat 
many acts ccimnitted on voters ; peojile who had 
voted. 

8861. When you speak of Fenianism, you 
merely mean disturbance ? — Yes. 

8862. You did not see anything about adminis- 
tering Fenian oaths? — Yes, I did; there were 
several cases of parties visiting houses, adminis- 
tering Fenian oaths. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Ifather James Fitzgeuald, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armslrong. 



Father /. 
Fitzgerald. 



8863. You are the Rev. James Fitzgerald? — 
Yes. 

8864. Wliai is your parish?— The pai-ish of 
Cashel. 

8865. Near Ballymahon? — My chapel is within 
seven miles of Ballymahon. 

8866. Did you hear a man of the name of 
Skelly examined here ? — Yes. 

8867. Did you hear what he said about you? — 
I did. 

8868. Do you recollect the occurrence to which 
the man referred ? — Yes. 

8869. Just inform his Lordship all about it ? — 
He was one of the party that attended at Cashel ; 
he came from Rotbeliue, the next parish to 
where I live; he came with Mr. Sullivan and Mr. 
Nowd, and some other gentlemen: he escorted 
tiiese gentlemen to the school-house of Newtown ; 
Mr. Sullivan and his jiarty ascended the steps 
leading to the National School-house, and took 
up a position there ; when I went there this man 
seemed to take especial charge of me ; when I 
went near the place he stood up before me ; 
shouted in my face; he stamped and jumped on 
the ground, and made the most awful grimaces at 



me, and the most frightful gesticulations, as if he 
was going to beat me. . 

8870. "Whose school-house was that?— It la 
the National School. 

8871. Who is the patron of it?— I am the 

patron, - 1 *. 

8872. The man did not belong to the parish at 

all?— No. . ^ . 

8873. Did you say anything in answer to the 
gestures? — I asked who he was; I did not know 
the man. 

8874. Were you informed? — I was informed 
that he was Joseph Skelly ; I knew the man ; 1 
heard his name ; I knew him to be a most dis- 
orderly insubordinate character. 

8875. Were you invited to get on the steps? 

I do not think I was. 

8876. He said he was anxious to hear both 
sides, in order to make up his political mind . 
He was bellowing and shouting like a madman 
Avhen I was present; this was after the secon 
mass, and when I saw the conduct of those 
people our people were nearly aU gone ho^j 
with the exception ot a few loitering about the 

road; 
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road ; I called upon tlie people to go home and 
not mind him. ^ ^ 

8877. This occurred on the Sunday'' — les, 
and the most of my people did go home, and lelt 
Mr. Sullivan to address the party he had brought 
fi-om Rothcliue and people from Eainsborough ; 
I tui-ued and left them there. 

8878. You left them with their friends?— Yes. 

8879. Having advised your own flock to go 
about their business ?— Yes. 

8880. Did you think that you were acting m 
dischai-ge of your duty to the public ? — Yes. 

8881. Did you intimidate anybody during the 
election ? — 

8882. Did you prevent anybody voting at the 
election? — No. 

8883. Did you corrupt anybody ?~No 

8884. This man, Skellv, said something about 
excommunication ? — Skelly insinuated here that 
I wrote to the parish priest, and in consequence 
of having written to the parish priest, aucl the 
parish priest applied to the vicar general: and it 
was in consequence of my having written to the 



head prie.st he was excommunicated ; that wa-s Patlier J. 
all false. Fitzgeral<L 

8885. Did you write anything at all?— No. 

8886. Did you interfere with him aboin the a April 1870. 
vicar general at all? — No, 1 did not know any- 
thing about him; I had no intimation about it 

until it was published all over the country ; I did 
not know what he was excommunicated for. 

8887. You knew tliat he was a man of bad 
character? — I did. 

Cross-examined by Mr. BiiU. 

8888. Did you write to his parish prie.st? — I 
did not. 

8889. Did you get any one to write to liim — 

No. 

8890. Mr. Justice It is one of the 

rules of the Board of National Education that a 
national school-house shall not be used for po- 
litical meetings, is it not? — Yes; if I had been 
tlieve before the people got up the steps I would 
have endeavoured to prevent them. 

8891. Was this meeting-house a portion of tlie 
building for n political address? — Exactly so. 

[The Witness witlidn w. 



Pat Owen. Sworn: Examined by Mr. MrLaugklan. 



8892. Do you know a man of the name of 
Thomas Casey ?— I do. 

8893. Do you know John McKeon who was 
examined here to-day ? — I know him. 

8894. Were you in court when Casey was ex- 
amined about tbe 32 two-and-sixpences? — No. 

8895. Did you ever ask John McKeon in his 
own house for 32 two-nnd-sixpeuees ? — No. 

8896. Or for 4Z.?— No. 

8897. Did you ever ask him anywhere tor 32 
two-and-sixpences, or for 4 ?. f — No ; I never did. 

8898. Dia you ever get from him, directly or 
indirectly, 32 two-and-sixpences, or 4 1. ?— No, 
nor a penm', or a shilling in any shape or form. 

8899. Were you subpomaed by the other side 
to attend here and give evidence ?— Yes. 

8900. Fi-om Mr."Hanlay, the opposite side ? — 
No, not upon the opposite side. 

8901. You got a subpeena from us after the 
evidence was given ? — Yes. 

8902. And you say there is nor a word ot truth 
in it from beginning to end ? — There is not a word 
of truth in the evidence about my getting money 
any more than it he swore that that lunbrella 
got money. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Miinroe. 

8903. Do you know McKeon well? — I do. 

S904. Is he a friend of yours? — No. 

8905. How long have you known liim ? — 1 have 
known him eight or ten years. I saw him in this 
town coming and going b:ickwards and forwards. 



8906. Where do you live?— In a place called P.^Owen. 
Cullaahee. 

8907. How far is that from Longfowl? — Six 

miles from tliis town. 

8908. 'iVere you in Longford during the 
election ? — Y'es. 

89('9. How long were you in Longford during 
the election? — A good many times. 

8910. Were yon here the days of the meetings 
in Longford? — Yes. 

8911. '’ What were you doing?— I came on 
business of my own, on the case I had iii the 
bank at one time ; I came in on other business 
besides, and I came in when there was a meeting 
here, but on uo other business but that. 

8912. Were you in more than three times at 
tlie meetings? — I was. 

8913. Four times ?— 1 was four or five times. 

8914. Did you on any of those occasions get 
any money or drink ? — None, hut what I paid for 
out of my own pocket. 

8915. Where did you pay for it? — I paid for 
some of it in a house m Connor-street. 

8916. When you were in town, how long did 
you remain ? ~ I remained one time till next 
morning. 

8917. What were you doing during the day, 
when you came into the meetings? — I was 
walking from one part of the town to the other. 

8918. Did you ever get any money from any 
person at all connected with the election? — No. 

[The W itness withdrew. 



Thomas Hewett, Sworn ; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



8919. Y’ou are a Sub-inspector in the Royal 

Irish Constabulary ? — Yes. , , . 

8920. Were you stationed in Longford during 
the election? — Y'es. 

8921. Have you been since stationed here ! — i 
have been stationed here nearly u year. 

8922. Was the peace of the town seriously 
interfered with and disturbed at the time of the 
agitation?— Yes, I think it was. 

178. 



8923. Were you here upon the poUing dipy ? T.Hewelt. 

— I was. , 

8924. Did you see stones thrown by any crowd, 
upon that day ? — I saw stone-throwing. 

8925. Who threw the stones? — I was not at 
the exact commencement of the stone-throvving, 
but it appeared to me that the stones came from 
both sides. 

8926. What party was there? — I was not at 
BBS 
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T, Hen-eit. tlic coruuiencement; I wag in charge of tbe court 
. when I heard it; I rushed out. 

2 j)n 1 70 . g 927 . At that time they seem to have become 

mingled ? — Yes. 

89^8. Are you aware, by representationa made 
by persons, whether any attacks were made upon 
their houses with reference to their votes, or in- 
tentions to vote? — Not from tlie voters, but I 
have recei^'ed reports. 

8929. Have there been reports of such things? 
— Yes. 

8930. The voters themselves have not per- 
sonally called upon you? — No. 

8931. You are not a magistrate ?—No. 

8932. From what districts have these reports 
come ? — 

Mr. Jiutt objected to the question. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald stated tliat the re- 
ports could not be received as evidence. 
lVitness.1 I visited the places. 

8933. Mr. Seijcant Ai-mstrong.l Did you go 
to the places ? — Yes. 

8934. Did you see any of the houses ? — Yes. 

8935. Did any of the houses exhibit marks of 
having been attacked? — Yes. 

8936. What district is that? — The townlancl 
of Tree. 

8937. And the Ardagh district? — Yes. 

8938. You heard the giievancea of some of 
the people whose houses you visited; explain 
what it was?— It was reported to me to have 
happened on the morning of the 1 st. 

8939. The morning of New Year’s Day? — Yes. 

8940. Give me the names of the persons whose 
houses you visited, to the best of your recollec- 
tion?— I can supply you with documentary 
evidence ; I i-emember a man of the name of Pat 
Coleman. 

8941. You liave a list of tliem ? — Yes. 

8942. And you will give it us ? -Yes. 

8943. Have you it about you ? —Yes, I have it 
about me. 

8944. Did you visit them? — Yes, subse- 
quently ; it was my duty to do it. 

8945. How mauv are there in number? — Pat 
Coleman, MicbacI Brady, Owen Kennedy, 
Michael and Thomas Boyce, and I'homas Farrell ; 
that is all. 

8946. With reference to tiiese people, w'hat 
state were their houses in? — In one place they 
fired a shot, and w'ounded a dog, I think ; in the 
other places they fired a couple of shots ; that is 
what I was informed of by the people I visited ; 
I^saw a dog that was wounded, and I also saw a 
window smashed. 

8947. Are voir aware, or do you know whether 
the countiy has remained, generally speaking, 
particularly near the polling places. Granard and 
soon, in a disturbed state since?— Yes, but I 
have nothing to do with Granard. 

8948. Do you know anything about a cai- 
being dispatched that could not get to its desti- 
nation ? — Yes. 

• anything in reference to 

— I know that cars were sent and returned 
from Granard, and said they were attacked. 

8950. They came back empty? — Yes, they 
said they could not stay in Granard. 



^2951. Did you hear of any large number? 

Yes, tliei’e were a number of cars. 

8952. Post-cars?— Yes, post-cars. 

8953. Sent to bring voters? — So I believe. 

8954. Were they subsequently escorted by the 
police ?— Yes, thej; were sent subsequently with 
an escort and a resident magistrate. 

8955. Then they reached their destination 9 — 
Yes. 

8956. Did you go with any of them yourself? 
— No; Mr. Bull went. 

8957. Do you know wdictlier any houses were 
broken or smashed or injured during the election’' 

■ — Yes. 

6958. Were there? — Yes. 

8959. Several? — Two or three, I think. 

5960. Do you know whether John McKeou’s 
house was attacked? — Yes it was. 

8961. Do you know whether his brother was 
beaten? — I do, his brother himself did not tell 
me ; I know he ^^'as. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Butt. 

8962. Were there any other bouses and win- 
dows broken in Longford besides McKeon’s ? — 
There were. 

8963. Tell me them ? — Byrne’s house. 

8964. That was a Mai’tinite committee-room? 
— Yes. 

8965. Do you know of Mr. Murtagh’s windows 
being broken ? — Yes. 

8966. Did you see it?- No, it was not re- 
ported. 

8967. Why did not you see it? — Because it 
was not reported. 

8968. Do you know of any Martinite windows 
being broken ? — I did not hear of any. 

8969. Do you know of Byrne’s windows being 
broken more than once ? — I know that they M'ere 
broken on one occasion ; that was the only occa- 
sion upon which I visited tliem. 

8970. Were there many broken ? — There were 
sevci-al. 

Ke-examined by Mr. Seijeant Armstrong. 

8971. Did you hear Meaney’s address the first 
day he came here ? — No. 

8972. Do you recollect the first day he made 
his appearance? — Yes. 

8973. Was it from that day that the windows 
were broken? — Yes. 

8974. Mr. Butt.] When 1 asked you whether 
you knew of any other Martinite windows being 
broken, and you said, “Not here,” my question was 
confined to Longford ? — It was to Longford that 
I confined my answer. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Seijeant Armstrong stated that he 
should require the attendance of Mr. Mur- 
tagh in consequence of telegrams which he 
had seen since yesterday. 

Mr. Justice Fitgerald (to Mr. Hanley).'\ 
You had better write a letter to Mr. Mur- 
taghand Mr. Murtaghmusthe brought back 
here at tbe expense of the respondents. 
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Henry O’Farrell Gregory, Esq., sworn; Ex.aminecl hy Mr. McLaughlan. 

8975. You are a Magistrate for this county V — there were directions to liave it open, it it-is not H- O'^nnell 
Yes. opened till the very lost minute : however, it was Gregory, 

S97G. You are the son of the Mr. Gregory wiio then opened, and then we went out tlirough the 
was examined a while ago? — Yes. passage. hTTs-o 

8977. He was snb-sherifF on the occasion of 9000. Wliat condition did you find the court- ” ' 

this election? — Yes. house in when you went into it? — The condition 

8978. Did you vote yourself? — Yes. was most disordeidy, and all through the day, 

8979. And I believe your polling place is until towards evening, when they left the place ; 

Granard? — Yes. but in the early portion of the day, while the 

8980. How far do you reside from the town of polling was being carried on, tlie court-house 

Longford ? — About three miles. was in a most disorderly state. 

8981. I suppose that is in the Granard direc- 9001. When you say “they,” whom do you 

tion ? — No, in the Leitrim direction. mean? — The disorder created by the Martin 

8982. You were in Granard of course on the party; they had possession of the court-house, 
polling clay and voted for Mr. Greville ? — Yes. and were calling and shouting about, aud luter- 

8983. liow far is it from your own place to feving. 1 saw several voters going to tlie poll 

Granard ?— About 12 Irish miles. interfered with by the rabble that happened to 

8984. How did you go from your own place to get in. 

Granard? — I went there on Sunday, the day 9002. What time of the (lay did you vote ? — 
before the polling. 1 did not vote till about 10 o’clock. 

8985. Did you go alone or in company with 9003. Were you in the street at all that day ? 
any one? — I had a resident magistrate. Mi'. — No; I was afraid to go into the street. 

Butler, on the car with me about half-way 9004. Why ? — So great was the violence that 
between this and t'allyvalee ; I got off the car was being exhibited outside, that nobody in tlie 
and I went on to that place myself for about hotel would venture out, except to steal a peep 
three miles. through the window ; we were afraid to look out 

8986. You reached Granard some time ou of the window, lest we might meet a .stone. 

Sunday?— Yes, about four o’clock on Sunday 9005. There was a large force of infantry aud 

evening. cavalry, aud police there? — Yes. I think there 

8987. Did you observe whether there were was a very iiisufticieut force of police ; we wanted 

many strangers in Granard? — A great number three times the number of police; if there had 
outside the town, and as I was going into the been a sufficient niimbev of police, such disorder 
town I saw them in numbers shouting aud yelling, as took place would not have occurred, because, 
aud when I got into the town there was a large as T presume, the)’ would have prevented it. 
body of police there ; I met them for nearly an 9006. From that I gather, that the mob in 
hour. Granard must have been veryuuiiieroua? — Yes. 

8988. Did they indicate by their shouts what 9007. Can you give an approximate amount? 

party they belonged to? — Yes. — I could not. 

8989. lYhat party was it ? — They were shout- 9008. You could not see them ? — No. 

ing for Martin as I passed. 9009. "When you talk of the police not being 

"8990. Do I understand you to say that the sufficiently sti*ong, there of course were none 

crowd into Granard from where you first met in Granard? — It is my opinion, 

them, and in Granard when you got there, were 9010. Y*ou do not know whether the police 
all of the same description? — Yes. could escort voters from their residence; were 

8991. Were did you stay in Granard? — At there any available for the purpose of bringing 

the hotel. in tke voters of the county ? — 1 clo not think they 

8992. What was the condition of the town had sufficient force to protect the people coming 

tliat night before tlie polling ?— It was in a most in, and protect the peace of the town ; to protect 
disorderly state ; they were shouting all night; them in the booths, because they required pro- 
the Martin party were yelling and shouting all tectiou when they were polling as much as they 
the ni"ht. did when they were coming in. 

8993. You had the hotel to yourself; meaning 9011. Did they require protection in the 

the Greville party? — Yes, we had, and we were actual court-house? — Yes, I saw people struck 
obliged to keep in it. in the polling-place. 

8994. The Martinites had tlie street to them- 9012. Whose voters were the^? — Greville’s 

selves?— Yes, I think so. I was not in the street, voters. I saw .an instance in which a luau was 
and therefore I cannot say. interfered with as he was going in to vote, and 

8995. Did anything happen to the hotel that they were taking the names of the fellows, as 

nio'ht? — Yes, there were stones thrown, and the much as to say, I have you marked: this was 
windows broken. going on outside the booth door. 

8996. "\Yhat time did you go out the next 9013. Vote-takers? — Yes. 

morning ?— 3 was out at the opening of the poll 9014. How long did you remain iu tlie booth ? 

in the iiiornmo'. — I remained there almost to the actual end, ex- 

8997. Eigh° o’clock ? — Yes. cept to go to breakfast. I did not leave during 

8998. I beliei'e there is a way of getting from the day. 

the hotel to the polling place of the inarkethouse, 9015. \\ ere you in the same booth as ^Ir. Eat 
without going out by the front door?— Yes. Daley ?— I do not know Daley. I saw the mob, 

8999. Was it by'tbat doorway of the street but I did not know them by name. 

you went ?— By that road we went, and we had 9016. ‘What time did you leave Granard that 
some difficulty in getting the door open ; although night ?~I did not leave Granard that night at all. 

173, ' B B 4 I was 
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H. O'Farreli 
Gregory. 
Esq. 



I was very anxious to come away. I could not 
come without an escort, and it could not be [>ro- 

— - "9017 Why not?— I think there were_ not 

2 Apnli 870 . enougli to provide for all parties reijuinug 

* f)018. I suppose the prior escorts had exhausted 

them ? — Yes ; the rain came on, and hut tor the 
rain I would have i.iiplied for an escort that 

night. . . vj 

9019. What time, in point ot tact, dia you 
leave Granard ?~The next day ; I waited, and 
availed m.vsclf of an escort coming m witli the 
sheriff and the poll-books. 

9020. You know the county well VV cU. 

9021. Did you consider it even the next morn- 
ing necessary to avail yourself ol the protection 
of an escort ? — I would not lla^'e left myself 
without an escort the next morning. I applied 
for an escort in going into Granard the day 
before. From ivhatl heard of the operations in 
Ballyvalee, I would not liave got in if J had not 

^ 9022. Had you an escort from Bally valee? — 
Yes. 

9023. I thought when you said you left the 
stipendiary magistrate you went there alone?— I 
had nobody on the car ; but I had an escort of 
police on another cai-, and I would not have got 
into Granard without them. 

9024. How many police had you with you? 

I think it was six. t i • 1 

9025. Of course they were armed ? — 1 hud an 

information in Ballyvalee before a resident 
magistrate, and he empdoyed an escort to protect 
me. , 

902G. Do you know of .my voters who were 
cattle jobbera, or dealing men like that, who 
have occasion tfi travel through the country in 
the exercise of their business ?— I do know some 
of them 

9027. Did you know any of the peojde that 



had l>een beaten that day ; do you know any of 
the men who have been bc.atcn since? — I do not 
exactly. I cannot call it to my recollection at 
the present moment. . „ , 

9028. Did you know Mr. Pettit ? — les, I did, 

9029. Did you see him that day when he was 
attacked ?--Ycs. 

9030 You raw him attacked ? — No, i did not. 

9031. Did you see him voting that day ?— I 

did not see him voting, but I saw him about the 
booths during tlic clay ; I was uut present when 
he voted. _ 

9032. Do you, as a magistrate of the county, 
know the state of the county since the election? 
—Of my ilisU-iots with which 1 am connected. 

9033. Does this di.stnct include Granard and 
the neighhomhotid ? — 

Mr. Buff objected to any evidence being 
gone into as to the state of the country since 
the election. 

Mr. Justice FitifjeraJd stated that there 
was abundant evidence upon that point. 

Cross-examined by r. Butt. 

9034. Were you asked anytliing about Mr. 
Pettit; were you at the inquest? — No. 

9035. You tnow that au inquest was held ?— I 
have heard that an inquest was held; I do not 
know it of my own knowledge. 

Mr. Butt stilted that the verdict come to 
on the inquest was to this effect : M'e find, 
“ That the above-named deceased came to 
his death from tijKiplcxy, and froni natural 

causes,” tlie verdict being that he died from 

natural causes. 



[The Witness withdrew. 
Adjourned to Monday next, at Ten o’clock. 
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James Dolan, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



9036. What part of the county do you re- 
side in? — In the parish called Colutubkill. 

9037. Father liatigaa and. Father O’Reilly’s 
parislx? — Yes. 

9038. Were you aware, from your knowledge 
of the parish and living there, of any difficulty 
in getting to poll at the election? — There was 
nothing so difficult. 

9039. What occasioned the difficulty? — Stone- 
throwing and mobs of every de3cri])tion. 

9040. Ai-e you aware that nou-electors and 
fai-mers’ sons and others who had not votes were 
engaged in assisting the electors to get to the 
poU ? — If it was not for them, we should never 
get in without the aid of the military or an 
escort. 

9041. Were you aware at the time that meet- 
ings were being held preparatory to the election? 
— Certainly. 

9042. Are you able to say whether the effect 
or the main object of that meeting of the Hartiu- 
ites was to cause terror and alarm through tlie 
district amongst the electors? — Nothing more 
certain than that it was ; and to put the priests 
down, or anything they would take in hand. 

9043. Were there any cases in which men 
who had votes informed you personally of their 
minds of the alarm they felt ; did they express 
themselves in that way? — Certainly; and I 
Liew myself that if we were not protected, or 
did not get a protection from an escort, that 
they would not get into Granard. 

9044. Was Granard particularly a scene of 
turbulence and alarm ? — I tliink every man 
knows that. 

9045. Were you there yourself at the poE ? — 
Indeed I was. 

9046. Was there a great body of Martiuites? — 
I think I never saw "such a great number be- 
fore. 

9047. Were there many strangers, or were 
they local people ? — Some were from the town 
of Granard; but they were a low class. 

9048. They were of the low class from the 
towus of the neighbouring counties? — Yes. 

9049. You are a fanner yourself, and you 
have land?— Yes. 

9050. I believe you were a Poor Law Guar- 
dian, and you were well acquainted with the 
country in that way ? — Very well. 

9051. You stated that in your opinion the 
employment of non-electors, in the way you state, 
was necessary? — If it was not for them there 
woiild be no living, from the raiders. 

9052. Did you yourself get any money for the 
purpose of either remunerating or refreshing 
these non-electors, and did you so apply it ? — 
think I got about 60 1. 

9053. Did you distribute it in that way ? — 
There never was a pound, a shilling, or a penny 
given to any man but the non-electors. 
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9054. Did you in .any way interfere to coerce 
any man’s vote ? — I had enough to take care of 
myself ; I was doing work in Granard. I am a 
builder by trade, and I was doing work in Gra- 
nard previous to tlie election ; and tlie mobs 
would come aud stand at my work, and I would 
have to thank them if they would let me work. 

9055. That intimiclatiou was against yourself? 
— I had to sa}' that I would go the right way. 

9056. Had you to pretend that you would vote 
for Martin? — ljust told them so in order that I 
would get off; I would not vote for him if there 
was no other man liA-ing; I got a threatening 
notice, aud I got two verbal ones. 

9057. "What was the effect of them in sub- 
stance? — 1 showed them to Captain Thomas; 
“ That my day would be short for the part I 
took in supporting Mr. Greville.” 

9058. Did you ever see the publication called 
the “ Roll of Honour” ; that is a list of the men 
who voted? — Yes. 

9059. These were the men who voted for 
!Martin ? — Ves, aud the men who subscribed also; 
I have seen it and read it. 

9060. In this county? — Yes. 

9061. Where is it? — I got disgusted at itwhoii 
I saw sucli a thing. 

9062. You know the drift of it ? — Did you ever 
spend auy part of that money in bribing any 
elector ? — I have already sworn that a shilling, a 
penny, or a pound, never went to an^'ouo. 

9063. You know the electors? — Yes. 

9064. Was your desire and wish to support 
Mr. Greville without corruption or forcing at 
nU ? — Certainly ; I was asked to apply for the 
money, which I will explain. 

9065. Y’ou were asked what? — Would I get 

the mouev for the non electors, that they were 
disgusted and disappointed iu the orders they 
got. The Mnriinites 

9066. When you applied and got the money, 
you paid some of the non-electors? — Y’es; to tlie 
best of my opinion, 38 1. 10 s. went in the county 
Cavan; 1 do not want to mention names. 

9067. What was it for ? — It went to the Mar- 
tinites. 

9068. To keep them away ’—Exactly; that 
they were deceived by Mr. Sullivan and Mr. 
Maxwell ; that they got wrong orders, and now 
they had permission to turn from him they would 
stop at home, and never be seen in Granard more. 

9069. And you gave them the 387.? — About 
38 1. 10s. 

9070. Tliinking that prevention was as good 
as cure ? — It was ; if I mention the names (I 
could mention them) it might be the occasion 
of bloodshed when one person would show it ; 
I certainly gave it, and 1 gave the money all to 
non-electors. 

9071. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald-I It went how ? 

£. 38 10 s. went into county Cavan ; I had 

work in the county Cavan. 

Cc 



J. Dolan. 

4 .‘^prii 1870. 
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Cross-examined by Mr. Exkayn. 

9072. From whom did you get the 60 /. ?— 
The cheques have been shown here ; Father 
Reynolds. 

9073. 'VThen did you get the first ; was it all 
in one cheque ? — No ; there was 40 !. and 20 1. 

9074. When did you get the first?— I will 
explain it. 

9075. I ask the date? — There was a large 
meeting in Granard; there were ti’.ree meetings 
previous to this, I took no part in the election 
up to this ; when I saw the insults, and lieard 
the language used by the Mavtiuites against our 
clergy ; and I underatand my wife was in Gra- 
narcf, and she met some of her friends in county 
Cavan, and she upbraided them, and she told me 
she could not face them from the language she 
had heard, and seeing the priests struck ; seeing 
Father O’Reilly abused, and so on ; they told 



9076. I ash you the date? — To the best of my 
opiuiou the first order was the day before Christ- 
mas Day ; the cheque will sliow that. 

9077. When did yougetthe second; the20^? — 
Mr. Serjeant Armutroyw stated that the 

Rev. Father O’Reilly had been examined ; 
it was in his book, and his learned friend 
could see it. 



fVitnes-s.'] This pni-ty from countj' Cavan 
came to my house ; I was away getting work 
done. 



9078. Mr. Exkam.'] Is this it, “ 24/. Thomas 
Dolan, for paying the Mullahone county Cavan 
raiders ” ? — It is 40 /. 

9079. When did you get the other 20/.?— 
After that. 

9080. When ? — The day befoi-e the election, 
or the day of tlie election, immediately after that; 

I do not know the date. 

9081. "VWiat was it for?— Other parties ap- 
plied to me, and said that if they did not get 
some refreshments besides what they were get- 
ting, or some help, that they would not be 
wi^ed to go on. The parties told me tliat it 
was necessary for them, for they would not go 
in unless they got something to protect the 
voters. 

9082. What did you get the 20/. for? — To 
expend upon the Greville voters; I mean the 
Greville mob, .of course, not the Greville voters. 

9083. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] You have 
already stated that you did not give a shilling, a 
penny or a pound? — No, I never did. 

9084. Mr. Exham.] Wliat was it for ? — To 
help and assist us to get into Granard, because 
tlie people of Granard were tlireatened. 

9085. What men were coming in with you ? — 
Most of the parishioners. 

9086. How many had you ? — 1 cannot say the 
number, except that they voted ; the parish was 
extensive and I was with the parishioners. 

9087. How many had you as escort? — There 
were 52 townlands, and if every townland fur- 
nished 40 men, it would not come to the number 
stated ; but say from 500 to 1,000. 

9088. Had you 2,000 as an escort from the 
parish? — We could not produce that much. 

9089. Had you 1,000 escort from the parish ? 
— Yea, and more. 

9090. How many voters had you from the 
pariah ? — I cannot say, but I believe the amount 
of parish voters is something beyond 150 or 160. 



9091. Did you mai-shal them ? — No. 

9092. Did you come in with them ? — Yes. 

9093. You came in, in one body together? — 
Yes, in one body. 

9094. Had you any military or police ? — Not 
one ; we were able to go in without them, and 
proved it, and we did come in, in the face of 
stone-throwing. 

9095. It would not have been wise for any 
man to stop you ? — By my soul, I think the man 
who would do so would not tliink of his life. 

9096. "Witli John Dolan at the head ? — No, I 
was at the wrong end of them ; I was at the toil 
of them. 

9097. Who was at the head of the procession ? 
— I Avill not tell a lie, because I did not move that 
far. 

9098. You were not at the head? — No. 

9099. Was Father Fitzgerald or Father 
O’Reilly with you? — I did not see them imtil 
the military stopped us in the town of Granard. 

9100. Where did you all meet? — At a place 
called Frankfort. 

9101. Who arranged that you were to meet at 
Frankfort in the morning? — We arranged; the 
voters ourselves. 

9102. Who are “we”? — The votei-s agreed 
to meet Father Fitzgerald and Father Patidck 
O’Reilly at the cross-roads to Frankfort; the 
parish is very extensive. I had to come 2| miles 
out of my way for fear of the Mavtinites. 

9103. Who arranged for the rest of the voters 
to meet ? — I cannot tell. 

9104. What o’clock did you meet in the morn- 
ing ? — 1 left my house at 5 o’clock. 

9105. I dare say your party were pretty well 
provided with walking-sticks ? — I carried this 
one myself I Imve here. 

9106. Did any other carry walking-sticks? — 
Some did. 

9107. Most of them ’—Most of them did. 

9108. When you came to town, did not the 
military stop you and escort the voters on?— 
Wheu we reached the town with the greatest 
difficulty from stonc-tlirowiug, I left my two 
horses at home and walked in myself; 1 heard 
there were to be cars to carry us. _ I walked, 
though I am a bad subject for walking ; 

I left, I thought I wanted my coat, and when I 
tendered my coat to the woman, she said, “We 
cannot let the Columbkill men in, but I will take 
the coat from you,” and I handed it in to 
the stone-throwing was in the face of us and 
every side of us when we were stopped^hy tlm 
military going down the street. “ Why,” said I, 
“ is it possible that the voters and everyone can be 
stopped ?” Then I called upon Father Fjtzgei’ald 
to call out the voters and for us to proceed to the 
pulling booth. There was eight perches between 
the two parties ; the Martimtes were below, and 
the Grevilleites confined in the same place called 
the new road, and when I called out upon the 
voters not to be stopped at any risk, I got out 
and told Father Fitzgerald to convey us to me 
booth. The stone-throwing commenced, 
never saw anything like it. It came from the 
Martina to the best of my opinion, from x^ere the 
military had the communication cut off, 

40 or 60 feet, and they were throwing it as thick 
as hail. 

9109. Who was the stipendiary magistrate 
looking on? — I did not ask it. 

® 9110. As 
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9110. Did you see one there? — I did not see 
any of them. 

9111. I want to know was your mob kept from 
coming into tiie town by the military ?— Did not 
I tell you where they came to. 

9112. Were not they stopped there ; did not 
the military stop your mob coming up and so let 
the voters on, and then select the voters as they 
went on? — We were stopped a long way from 
the market house. 

9113. Were not you stopped by the military? 
— Yes. 

91 14-. Tile voters were let on, and the mob kept 
back ? — Yes. 

911i". Were you there at the pitched b.attle in 
the afternoon ? — Let me tell you more. In going 
into the booth a man came up and held a stick on 
my nose, and said that if I did not vote for Mai-tin 
I should not come out ; and I see the gentleman 
here whom I told that I was friglitcned. 

9116. Who was the gentleman ? — That gentle- 
man there (pointing to a person in court). I told 
them, my Lord, when the man held the stick on 
my nose, that I said I thought he was taking Mr. 
Martin s interest, and 1 made my complaint to 
him that I was threatened by such a man. 

9117. Do you know Michael Gormley Art? — 
Yes. 

9118. Were you there when Michael got off 
his horse to go back to fight ?— There were 50 I 
could not see. 

9119. Was it in Granard that day that you 
spent the 20 1. ? — No. I tried to get something 
in person myself, and I could not get any refresh- 
ment ; I gave it to them after. 

9120. Was all the money you spent at the 

election 60 /. ? — Is not their cheques there 

9121. Did you get any more money ftom any 
one ? — No. 

9122. Nor spent a penny? — If I did would 
not it appear on there ? 

9123. T)id you spend any more money ? — No. 

9124. You got no more money from Udi-. Rey- 
nolds than the 60 (. ? — No. 

9125. Did you spend any more money ? — No ; 
if I did would not I state it 
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9126. When did you pav this 40?. ?—Pre’i-ious ? t, i 

to the election. ■/■ Dola n. 

_912<. Whatday? — I think, to the best of my 4ADrili87o 
opinion, it was Wednesday before Cliristmas- 
d^, or Tiuirsday. No, I am mistaken ; it was 
Wednesday after Christinas-day. 

9128. Did you pay it yourself? — Yes. 

9129. In oue sura ? — No. 

9130. How many? — I gave it iu two. 

9131. In two sums? — les- 

9132. Were they people in vour own parish 
that you^ve it to ? — No, they were not 

9133. Was it in the parish you gave it? No, 

but in the town of Granard. 

9134. To two people ? — I gave the 32/. IO5. 

to one person. I gave that person one pavment 
of 32?. 10 5. ^ 

9135. What did you do with the difference 
between that and the 40?. ?— They promised that 
they would do every service, and the remainder 
of the balance was in my hands. I came here to 
the nomination, and there were several people 
that I see in here, and called for the priests, and 
I gave them 1 ?. for some drink, and a few shil- 
lings. In gobg home I gave 32 people 2 s. Qd. 
each. I did not pay it myself, but I gave it to 
a man who paid it in my presence. 

9136. I must ask to whom you gave the 
32 ?. 10 s. ? — Am I to answer that question, mv 
Lord ? 



9137. Mr. Justice f'itzgerald,~\ I think so, but 
you say it will lead to bad consequences ; if the 
question is pressed, you are bound to answer it? 
— If I am pressed I will answer it 

9138. Mr. Exham.^ Ausw'er it then ? — I cer- 
tainly say that it will have a bad effect. 

9139. Write the name down ? — 



Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.) Wo can licve 
nothing of that kind ; it must be openly. 

9140. Mr. Exltam.) Very well, then ; did you 
go home with the party?— Yes ; I saw a feai-ful 
throwing of stones, and I went home as best I 
could. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



The Rev. Thomas O’Farrell, sworn; Examined by Mr. McLauqhlan. 



9141. Where were you stationed? — In Ar- 
dagh. 

9142. Are you the curate there ? — Yes. 

9143. I believe you received some money from 
the Rev. James Reynolds ? — I did. 

9144. For the purposes of the election ? — 
Yes. 

9145. In what way was that money Mplied ? — 
It was apjilied for the refreshment of the non- 
electors tliat came into Longford on the day of 
the’ meeting, and also those that were in Bally- 
mahon the day of the polling. 

9146. When you say the day of the meeting, 
you refer to Friday, the 10th of December? — 
The day Mr. Martin resigned ; I got some money 
that day. 

9147. It was paid you on that day? — Yes. 

9148. £. 10 was the amount you got? — Yes, 

I got 10 /. * 

9 149. Did you apply that money in any way to 
corrupt voters, or in bribing voters ? — No ; no 
voter got anything from me. 

9150. What day did you get it? — On the day 
that Mr. Murtagh withdrew Mr. Martin here. I 
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went to Father Reynolds, and asked for money to Rev. 
toeat some of tlie non-electors that were in here. T. O' Farrell. 

Me told me to expend a certain amount ; I think 

It was 6 /. or 7 ?. on them, and that he would give 
It to me ^ain. _ I expended it, and afterwavSs I 
got 10 ?. from him ; a few days afterwards. 

9151. Was that all the money you got ? I got 

some from Jlr. Ma.xwell in Ballymahon. 

9152. How much did you get from Mr. IVIax- 
weil in Ballymahon ?— I cannot tell whether it 
was 15 ?. or 20 ?. 

9153. When did you get it ?— The day of the 
polling. 

9154. Which Mr. Maxwell ?-Mr. Thomas 
Maxwell. 

^9155. On the day of the polling you got it ? — 

9156. What other money did \ou get? I o-ot 

also a cheque from Father Reynolds for 10 ?. 
that he sent to me. 

9157. When was that? — That was when Mr 
Murtagh spoke upon the steps of the court- 
house. There were some non-electors of the 
parish there ; he went to Father Reynolds, but 

CCS he 
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he said he would nol. give the money, but send it 
tome for them. .nr 

9158. "Was not that the 4th of December?—! 



c.'Uinot sav. 

9159. That was before you were in for the 
meeting in the court-house ? — It was the day 
after the meeting tlmtwas held here by Mr. Mar- 
tin; tile day after Mr. Murtagh spoke on the steps 
of the court-house. 

9160. Can you tell me what meeting was that ; 
vras it before the meeting that you were at in. 
Longford yourself?— I. was in at more thou one 
meeting. 

9161. Was it before the meeting of the lOtli, 
tlic day Jlr. Martin was withdrawn ? — No, after 
that. 

9162. How long after that ?— It may have been 
a week, ]>crhaps, or sometliing more. 

9163. Do you swear that mere was a second 
meeting in Lougfoi-d at which Mr. Murtagh 
spoke and addressed the people; recollect; the 
day you say you got the 10 1. was in consequence 
of tiie parties being in the day Mr. Murtagh 
spoke from the court-house steps? — That is the 
day ; I think it was. I was not in myself, and I 
do not know who spoke. I was told on Saturday 
that there were people in. 

916-1. "iVliat did they go in for ? — To attend 
some meeting that was to be in Longford ? — I 
heard nothing about the meeting. 

9165. And the people, wheiAhey came home, 
asked you to get the money?— No. Father Rey- 
nolds sent the cheque without our knowing any- 
thing about it. 

9166. They told you they were in attending for 
the popular cause ? — Yes. 

9167. That was for Mr. Gveville; — Yes. 

9168. Mr. Justice Fitzgerakll Did they use 
the words “the popular cause”? — No. 

9169. Mr. Exham.'] Did they use the words 
that they were in attending for Mr. Greville ? — 

I could not say. 

9170. Did you know they were in, attending 
for sir. Greville? — Yes. 

9171. Did you know they were there attending 
for Mr. Greville in Longford? — I could not say 
that I knew that; they previously went there, but 
I think there was some compensation given to 
the priests before in Longford, and they went in 
some days afterwards. I could not say what day 
it was. 1 have not any distinct recollection of 
what day it was ; they went in some days after- 
wards to protect the priests from being insulted 
in Longford. 

9172. And to protect the priests while they 
were supporting Mr. Greville’s cause ? — I should 
think so. 

9173. Do not you know that ihe priests were 
talcing an active part in Mr. Greville’s cause ? — 
Yes. 

9174. And you were too ? — I was. 

9175. And you went to assist in that cause? — 
Yes. 

9176. And the people went in to assist that 
cause, and stand by the priests while tiiey were 
engaged in that cause ? — They did. 

9177. "Was not it for the pui’pose of trying to 
get Mr. Greville successful, that the people went 
m?~I do not think any people went in with 
that purpose distinctly in view. 

9178. Had you that distinctly in view ? — I dare 
say I had, hecause he was the choice of the 
priests. 



9179. You had this in view to gethiin elected, 
because he was the choice of the priests ? — Yes. 

9180. And to do that, you got the people in? 
—Yes. 

9181. And you got paid yourself for doing 
that ? — Yes. 

9182. And got the money from Mr. Reynolds 
for that purpose? — Yes. 

9183. When did you distribute the second 10k 
amongst them ? — I think it -was during the course 
of the week that I disti-ibuted it; they were 
comiug in twos and threes, aud saying they got 
nothing in Longford. 

9184. You would not have given it to anyone 
who did not espouse Mi'. Groville’s cause in 
Longford ? — If they told me they did not, I would 
not. 

9185. You took it for granted ? — 

Mr. Justice Fitzgeraid.'] The general 
feature of this case there is no doubt about ; 
do you thinlc these details are necessary to 
be gone into with every Witness? 

9186. Mr. Bxham.'] Is that all the money you 
got ; the two 10 1. from the Rev. Mr. Reynolds, 
and the amount from Mr. Maxwell? — Yes. 

9187. Who is the otlier reverend Father of 
your parish ? — Father O’Reilly. 

9188. Did you see him giving any money ? — 
No. 

9189. You say you were In Ballymahon on 
the day of polling, and gave some money ? — Yes. 

9190. Who did you give it to ? — The non- 
electors. 

9191. What did you give? — Money. 

9192. In what sums did you distribute it? — 

I gave 2 s. to each. 

9193. Did you know that that party were 
coming in? — 1 did ; I was with them. 

9194. You came in with them that day ?— Yes. 

9195. And in the town you gave that party 
3 s. a man? — Yes. 

9196. Did you give them anything to drink 
besides ? — No, nothing. 

9197. I understand it was ail to be paid by 
you? — As far as 1 can recollect. 

9198. Did you give any orders at all?— No, 
I gave no orders. 

9199. How many public-houses were there in 
your district? — Two; when I say I gave no 
orders, I mean I gave no written orders to any- 
body to get drimr ; but the morning we were 
going to Ballymahon, the meeting place, we 
assembled the people near tlie public-house, and 
I gave the non-electors a glass of whisky. 

9200. That is not included in the 10 1. ? — No. 

9201. Have you paid that bill? — No. 

9202. Who is the publican? — William Farrell. 

9203. How much is owing to him for it? — 
Five or six pounds. 

9204. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'l Do I under- 
stand one answer of yours correctly that, accord- 
ing to your impression, these non-electors went 
in for the purpose of protecting the priests, and 
■without much regard as to v^o was the candi- 
date? — I think so. I think that was the im- 
pression. 

9205. Your view was to promote the election 
of Mr. Greville-Nugent ? — Yes, as the choice of 
the priests. 

9206. As 
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9206. As the priests -were supporting him ? — regard as to who the candichate was? — Yes; that 

Yes. ia my impression. 

9207. But your opinion is, that the non-electors 

went in to protect the priests, without much [The "Witness withdrew. 



The Ear. Patrick McGaver, sworn; 

9208. You are a Curate ? — Yes. 

9209. In what parish i — Granard. 

9210. You reside in the town? — Yes. 

9211. Who is your paiish priest? — The Bev. 
Patrick McGaver. 

9212. How long have you been stationed at 
GriTtnard ? — About eight months. 

9213. Of’ course you have become generally 
acquainted with the people there ? — Yes. 

9214. Do you know that Mr. Greville-Nugent’s 
uncle has a large estate there ? — Yes. 

9215. I suppose you know that Mr. James, of 
Dublin, is his land agent, and Mr. Kirk, of 
Granard, his local agent? — Yes. 

9216. You know that Mi-. Kii-k had the key of 
the court-house, which is the Greville property? 
— Y’es. 

9217. Do you know that he packed the court- 
house with the Martiuites on the day of the 
election? — Yes. 

9218. You know that he is a strong Conserva- 
tive in expression of opinion ? — Y’es. 

9219. Did you observe the meetings in favoivr 
of the Mavtinite party which took place in 
Granard? — Yes, I was there. 

9220. Are you able to say whether a feeling of 
terrorism and intimid.ation spread over that town, 
in consequence of these meetings ? — Yes. 

9221. It is but a small place itself ; there are 
not very many stout men there ; there would not 
be more than 50 or 60 fighting men in it ? — No. 

9222. Do you know the hotel, and the court- 
house, and the polling place ? — Yes. 

9223. Was ic your opinion that owing to the 
state of feeling of intimidation and alarm, that it 
was necessary to have the electors protected to 
get to the poll, and get hi at the meetiugs ? — 
Yes, it would be impossible unless it was ; they 
tell me so. 

9224. Did you believe it from your oivn know- 
ledge and observation? — I did. 

9225. Had you observed meetings, or gather- 
ings in the town, before the election day, of a 
great number of strange people ? — Yes, I saw 
some there. 

9226. Were they of a quiet and orderly de- 
meanour, or what was their appeai-ance ? — The 
very opposite to that ; they came in for the pur- 
pose of intimidation. 

9227. They created alarm and terror amongst 
the inhabitants ? — Yes. 

9228. In your opinion, it was necessary for 
the conduct of the election, or else the voters 
could not have gone to vote. Did you assist in 
getting the non-electore to escort them ? — Yes. 

9229. Did you get money for refreshing these 
people and paying them ? — I did. 

9230. Did you give any portion of that money 
at the election to influence any vote, or to corrupt 
any man ? — No. 

9231. I presume you received intimation to be 
guarded against doing anything of the sort ? — I 
did 5 I got the money for the purpose of giving it 
to non-Sectors. 

9232. And you did so accordingly? — Yes; I 
178. 



Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armslrvng. 

gave on the day of the poll, to some electors, and 
T will exjilaiu how 1 gave that money. 

9233. Will you explain it? — These ineu had 
come in the morning, and left their homes, some 
of them told me at six o’clock, and 1 came in with 
a good jiarty of them myself, and they had voted ; 
the voting was over at half-past eleven o’clock. 
About two o'clock, or perhaps later, one of these 
men came to me and told me that he could not go 
home, and that there were a gi'cat many electors 
who could not venture home, on account of tlic 
intimidation ; that their lives would be in danger, 
and he asked me could they got any refreshment ; 

I told him that I was afraid to give him anything, 
inasmuch .as he was a voter, and tliat afterwards 
there might be an inquiry, and it would be put 
down as bribery ; he afterwards sent an applica- 
tion to me again by anotlier person, and 1 said I 
would consult Mr. fCirnan, the conducting agent; 

I went to him and told him the circumstances ; lie 
asked me had the mau voted, and I said “ Yes” ; 
he said, “ Had I promised anything” ; I said, 
“No; ! gave 2/. to one of tliem”; 1 said “ I 
gave them the money because it was more con- 
venient for me than to be getting any refresh- 
ment to the court-house, where they were, be- 
cause it was a matter of imjiossibility, on account 
of the mobs outside” ; 1 said “ I gave the money 
not for himself, or the electors only, but the nou- 
electoi-s, who came in that day ; and the best way, 
I thought, was to go to one of the houses in the 
neighbourhood of the court-house, and give them 
some refreshment”; I afterwards heard that he 
went out with the voters, and they found the houses 
outside closed by the orders of the police, and they 
could not get any refreshment ; and some daysafter- 
wards I he.ard they got something in the hotel, 
and divided the money amongst them.selves. 

9234. It was given under these circumstances ? 
— i'es. 

9235. Did they state that they were in actual 
need of some refreshment ? — Yes. 

9236. Some described themselves as lialf 
starved? — Yes. 

9237. 1 presume you got the money from 
Father Eevnolds ? — Yes. 

9238. Did you give refreshment, and ia this 
way encouragement to the non-electors, prepaxu- 
tory to the election? — Yes. 

9239. It was by cheque you got anything that 
you got ? — Y’es. 

9240. What you did get you applied to the 
purpose for which it was intended? — Yes. 

9241. Did that involve a large expenditure 
spread over such a length of time ? — Yes, I got 
250 1 by cheques. 

9242. In your opinion, was it necessarily 
applied for the purpose of enabling the electors 
to get to the poll, and to come in and hear the 
matter discussed, and to attend the meetings ? — 
In my opinion, it was. 

9243. I believe that expenditure did not all 
take place in your parish ? — No, most of it was 
spent outside the parish. 

9244. Was Granard pre-eminently turbulent, 

C C 3 and 
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lif'* and in a state of alarm clurins the time of the 
i^.McOovcr. e)ectioni and before it? — I think so, and since, 

■ 9245. We linve had such on ample description 

4.Apnl 1870- particular instances of injury there that I 

will not ti-ouble you about them. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

9246. You got 250/. in cheques altogether? — 
Yes. 

9247. From whom? — Father Reynolds. 

9248. Was that all the money you got?-- -Yes, 
that is all I got myself. 

9249. Was that all the money you got ? — I got 
cheques to give to other priests. 

9260. How much?-rl do not know. 

9251. About how much ? — I gave the cheques 
to the priests. 

9252. About Low much ? — Perhaps I got lOOZ. 
more. 

9253. Who were the other priests? — Father 
O’Flanngan. 

9254. How much for him? — 507.; it was re- 
turned. 

9255. Did you return it ? — Yes. 

9256. You returned the cheque? — Yes. 

9257. 'Ihen you did not use that cheque? — 
No. 

9258. What other cheques were there? — I got 
a cheque for Father Grey ; I do not know for 
how much. 

9259. About how much was it ? — I think about 
207. 

9260. Did you give it to him ? — Yes. 

9261. Was it returned? — No. 

9262. Who else did you get a cheque for?— • 
I do not think I got any other. 

9263. Just think? — 1 think not. 

9264. When did you get the first of tlie 250/. 
for yourself? — I think 1 got it about the 10th of 
December. 

9265. Where? — I got it by post. 

9266. How much was the first cheque for ? — 
£.50. 

9267. When did you get the next? — I think I 
got it about a fortnight after. 

9268. How much was it for ?--£. 50. 

9269. When did you get the third? — Two or 
three days before the poll. 

9270. Fifty pounds more ? — £. 100. 

9271. Then you got the other after the poll ? 
— Yes. 

9272. About how soon after? — Perhaps about 
a fortnight ago. 

9273. Perhaps ; just think ; what did you get 
it a fortnight ago for? — To pay bills. 

9274. What sort of bills: public-house bills? 
— Ves. 

9275- Wbat public-houses did you pay?— I 
paid 20 7. in a public-house in Killwiney. 

9276. What name ? — Mary Reynolds. 

8277. Who else? — That is the only one I 
paid. 

9278. What did you do with the remainine 

30 7. ?-X have it. ® 

9279. '! he first 507. you got, what didyoudo 
with it ; you got it on the lOtb of December ? — 
Yes. 

9280. What did yon do with it? — It was ex- 
pended at the time I got' it, on non-electors. 

9281. You had spent it beforehand? — Yes. 

9282. Where had you spent it beforehand ? — 
It was spent in Granard. 



9283. We heard th.at there were only a popu- 
lation of about 60 in Granard ?-- 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] Fighting men. 

9284. M.X. Exham.] Was it fighting men that 
you gave tliat money to; was it to what you 
would call good fighting men? — Perhaps some 
were good enough, ami some bad enough. 

0285. But they were what you call fighting 
men? — I do not call them that. 

9286. Is tliat what you cull them ? — I suppose 
so. 

9287. About how many had you been giving 
money to before you got it; before the 10th? — 
I could not say how many, because all those who 
got money were not confined to Granard. 

9288. What were you giving the money out 
for before you got it on the 10th ? — I say about 
the 10th. 

9289. When had you written for it? — I did 
not write for it at all. 

9290. What else? — I think I wrote to Father 
Reynolds to say that I had expended that 
money. 

9291. That is what I SAy ; you wrote ? — I am 
not sure. 

9292. What did you say you had expended it 
for ? — t lu the non-electors. 

9293. For what? — For the purpose of prevent- 
ing intimidation tliat I knew was going to be 
practised at the election. 

9294. Did the people come into the town that 
yon gave it to; the nonolectors? — They did, a 
good many of them. 

9295. Did you pay ito all to one man, or 
what ; that 507.? — No ; I gave some orders in the 
town for drink, and I afterwards paid these 
orders. 

9296. How many orders did you give in the 
town for drink before the 10th ?— I do not know; 
I did not give ninny. 

9297. How many ? — Perhaps one or two. 

9298. Or ihree ?— No. 

9299. Or four? — No. 

9300. What houses did you patronise in Gra- 
nard ; were they Grevelleite houses ?--No, I did 
not know what they were at the time. 

9301. When did you first know that Mr. 
Greviile was to be the candidate ? — I cannot give 
the exact date. 

9302. Were you at the meeting in Longford? 
— I was. 

9303. You knew he was adopted there as the 
candidate for the county at that meeting of the 
clergy ? — Ves. 

9304. Am I to undemtand the moment you 
went home you liegan to give out these orders? 
— No ; I gave out the orders before. 

9305. Before that? — Not before the meeting. 

9306. Wheu you went home, knowing that 
Mr. Greviile was adopted as the candidate, did 
you begin to give out the orders ? — No. 

9307. How soon after? — When I heard there 
was a par^ coming from Longford. 

9308. You heard that a party from Lonrford 
were coming to hold a meeting in the Martin 
interest ? — xes. 

9309. Who did you hear- it from ; did you set a 
message from Lon^ord to that effect ? — I think 
Father Reynolds wrote to me. 

9310. Did he tell you to counteract that 
meeting ? — He did not. 

9311. To watch it? — Yes. 

9312. How 
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9312. How did you set about -nratcliiiig it ; how 
many days before that meeting was it that you 
got that letter ? — I think in the morning. 

9313. What did you do then to watcJi it ; did 
you send down to collect any people ? — Xo. 

9314. What else? — I sent some money to the 
non-electors of the town that day. 

9315. How much did you giveaway that day? 
— A few shillings. 

9316. Did you give any orders for drmk that 
day ? — No. 

9317. What directions did you give the per- 
sons to whom you gave it? — I told them not to 
allow the voters supporting Mi‘. Greville to be 
intimidated. 

9313. You only beard that there was to be 
a meeting tliat day ? — I knew before that the 
people would support Mr. Greville, if they were 
protected. 

9319. Then it was to assist Mr. Greville’s 
election, that you sent the peoiile there to watch 
that day ? — It was. 

9320. Did you want to prevent the speaker's 
being heard ? — I did. 

9321. Did you give directions to the persons 
on employed, that day to prevent tlie speakers 
eing heard? — No, I did not give the money 

myself. 

9322. I do not talk about the money ? — Sure I 
did not see the people "a-ho got the money at all. 

9323. What directions did j-ou give to the 
people you gave the money to ; did you tell them 
to collect the people, and go up to the meeting ? 
— No. 

9324. Did they know that there was to be a 
meeting ? — They knew it before. 

9325. What did you say about the meeting 
when you gave them the money ? — I said nothing 
to the great majority, because I did not see them 
at all. 

9326. Not those to whom you gave the money ? 
— I said tliere were parties coming to disturb the 
peace of the counby, and the electors should be 
protected, aud this was the only way to protect 
them. 

9327. To prevent their being heard? • No, 
there was more than that in it. 

9328. What else? — To counteract the mob 
that was brought in iu the other interest. 

9329. You did not know the mobs were 
coming? — I knew perfectly well. 

9330. To counteract the mob ? — Yes. 

9331. And in order that Mr. Greville might 
have the best of it? — Certainly. 

9332. Did Father Reynolds tell you in the 
letter that there was a mob coming with the 
people? — He did not. 

9333. How did you know it ; you say the first 
you heard of it was getting a letter from Father 
Eeynolds that the people were coming to the 
meeting? — I did not say that was the first 1 heard 
of it ; 1 said I got the letter, but I had other 
means of knowing it. 

9334. What was the dai f that ; the Mon- 
day ? — Yes. 

9335. Had you said anything about it? — Yes. 

9336. Had you told the people the day before 
that there was to be a meeting ?•— Yes. 

9337. When you were officiating? — Yes. 

9338. Did you tell the people not to let them 
hold the meeting? — No. 

9339. What else? — I told them there were 
persons coming to disturb the peace of the coun- 
ty, and that they should not be supported by 

178. 



anybody who liad his interest at stake or his 
life. 

9340. Did you tell them they should be pre- 
vented by all the good wishers? — I did not. 

9341. Did you say anything about the people 
going to the meeting, or anyone going to the 
meeting? — I do not recollect that I did. 

9342. Did you say who the party were coming 
for ; that it was for John Martin ? — I did. 

9343. What did you say of him? — I said his 
name was abused to be iiut forward without Lis 
consent. 

9344. By whom ? — By persons who were 
ashamed to give their names. 

9345. Did you describe the parties in any other 
way ; did you call them Fenians ? — No. 

9346. Or Garibaldians ? — No. 

9347. Orangemen ?— No. 

9348. Did you know that Mr. Murtagh was 
one of those who was putting him forward? — I 
did not. • 

9349. Did you .'?ay this party was opposing the 
priests, and hunting down the priests ? — Xo. 

9350. Did you say anything about tiielr op- 
posing the clergy ? — I did not, I think. 

9351. Recollect; ai-e you sure ? — lam .almost 
sure I did not. 

9352. At any time ? — I do not know. 

9353. Did you at any time speak of those who 
were supporting John Martin, and putting him 
forward ? — I did. 

9354. Did vou describe him as a Fenian? — 
No. 

9355. What else ? — I described them as per- 
sons who had mistaken notions about the interests 
of their country. 

9356. Did you allude to an unholy alliance ? — 
No. 

9357. Nothing of that?— -No. 

9358. Did you say that they were ti'yiug to 
hunt down the priests ? — I never did. 

9359. You say you said something about the 
priests ; not at tfie first meeting, but afterwards ? 
— I never said that. 

9360. "What did j'ou say about their conduct 
to the priests? — I do not recollect the exact 
words I said. 

9361. But tlie substance of it ? — Perhaps I did 
not mention the word “ priest ” at all. 

9362. I understood you to say you did. Up 
to the 10th had you distributed 20 /. ? — Yes. 

9363. Is it the truth thattl'e people of Granard 
are a veiy bad set of people; very lawless? — 
Yes; there are a great many of very lawless 
peojjle amongst them. 

9364. Is it a very bad place ? — I liave heard 

9365. And that is your experience of it ? — Yes, 
it is. 

9366. Had you ai^ of tlieso bad characters 
employed for you ? — I do not know. 

9367. Though it is a very bad place? — I said 
there were very bad men in it. 

9368. Y'e have heard that it is a very bad 
place ; did you pick out the good characters ? — 
No. 

9369. You took the bad and the good ? — Yes. 

9370. Provided they would assist Greville, 
that is all you wanted ? — That is alL 

9371. And help to promote ius cause? — Yes. 

9372. It was for that that you gave the 
money? — Yes. 

9373. And in order to keep up the feeling for 
him? — Yes. 

c c 4 9374. Then 
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9374. Then from the first commencement of it, 
wliat vou gave the money for %vas to keep up the 
feelhi" in favour of Mr. Greville, and to try and 
have Turn elected?— Yes, to h.ave the people to 
vote according to their wishes. 

y375. Would you have given any money to any 
mail that did not assist yon to jiroinote Mr. 
Greville’s return?— I do not see why I elioiild. 

9376. Am I to understand that you would not? 
—Yes. 

9377. Am I to understand that you gave the 
money to the people in order to assist you in 
having the people vote as they liked for Mr. 
Greville ? — 1 gave the money to the people to 
protect the voters against intimidation; that is, 
to have them vote as they wished, and I 
knew that feeling to he in favour of Mr. 
Greville. 

9378. Am I to understand you that it was to 
assist Mr. Greville’s election, in that respect, 
that yon gave away this money ?— Certa'inly. 

9379. You had expended 5U /. up to the lOtli ? 
— ITes. 

9380. How soon did you commence to expend 
it again; were you doing it everyday’? — Not 
every day, perhai>s. 

9381. l^early everyday? — Occasioiinlly. 

9382. Was there a police force in Grnnard ? — 

9383. How long hnd you a resident magistrate 
there before the election?— A few days; perhaps 
a week. 

9384. That was Co]>tiun Plunkett ? — No. 

9385. Who else?— Mr. Ruthci-ford. 

938C. Was he there up to the end of the 
polling ? — Yes. 

9387. Had you the military tliorc ? — Two clays 
before the election the military came. 

9388. And you had a police force '' — Yes. 

9389. On the clay of polling, how much money 
in money did yon give away idtogcther ? — I do 
not know exactly. 

9390. About how much ? — Perhaps I gave 
10?. 

9391. In money ? — Yes. 

9392. What w.is the largest sum yon gave to 
any oue person ? — I thiulc I gave 4 1. 

9393. To one mini ? — Yes. 

9394. Who is he? — I do not know exactly. 

9395. What time of the clay was it? — In the 
evening. 

9396. Do you mean to say you do not know 
who he Avas ? — I knoAV that I gave money to 
him. 

9397. The 4 1. man ? — I do not recollect. 

9398. Where did you give it him? — In the 
court-house or iu the hotel, I am not sure 
Avhich. 

9399. Did you give the man the 4 1. after you 
had the conA’evsation witli Llr. Kernan ? — Y’es. 

9400. Did you give any money away before 
you bad the conversatiou with Mr. Kernan ? — 
No ; not a penny. 

9401. Mr. Kernan was the legal gentleman, 
then, for Mr. Greville?--Yes. 

9402. You went to consult Mr. Keman as to 
whether you might legally give money to voters ? 
— Yes. 

9403. And Mr. Kernan asked you had they 
voted? — Yes. 

9404. And then he asked you had you promised 
them anything before they voted ? — Yes. 

9405. And he then told you that you might 
safely give the money ? — He did, for the purpose 



of giving refreshment. I told him Avhat I wanted 
to "ive the money for, and he said, “Well, if 
refreshment can Ije given, it is better to give it 
than the money,” and I said it is impossible, I 
thought, and then I thought I could give it 
safely. 

9406. And you gave it ? — Yes. 

9407. Who was the voter to whom you gave 
the 4 1. ?— I do not recollect. 

9408. You ought to be able to recollect the 
name of that voter ; you said the largest sumyou 
gave Avas 4 1. to one person ? — Yea. 

9409. Now I ask the name of the voter to 
whom you gave the 4 7. ? — I thiuk bis name was 
Glancy. 

9410. Had he asked you for money before you 
consulted Mr. Kernan? — No, I think not. 

9411. You kneAV he had voted? — I did. 

9412. And A'oted right? — Yes. 

9413. That was for Mr. Greville? — Yes. 

9414. Was not it because you knew he had 
voted for Mr. Greville that you gave it him ? — 
It Avas not ; it was for the purpose of getting re- 
freshment. 

9415. But getting refreshment, inasmuch as 
he had voted for Mr. Greville ? — He would not re- 
quire refreshment if lie voted for Mr. Martin, 
because he Avonld get some in town. 

9416. Was not it on account of his having 
voted for Mr. Greville that you were anxious 
that he should get refreslnncnl ? — It Avas not. 

9417. What else >. — Because I knew he wanted 
refreshment, aircl he could not get it ; but I did 
not give it him on account of his vote. 

9418. And that he Avas a voter ? — If he was a 
non-elector I Avould have given it him. 

9419. You kneAV it Avould not be illegal to 
o-ivc the voter refi-csbment, or you thought so ? — 
Yes. 

9420. Did you think it Avas illegal to give a 
voter money ? — I did not for the puiposc of get- 
ting refreshment. 

9421. You thought it would be illegal to give 
him money except for that purpose ?— Yes ; I 
believe it would. 

9422. Andit Avas because you knew that they 
were voters, that you consulted Mr. Kernan 
about giving money ?“Yes. 

9423. Besides the 4 L, what is the next largest 
sum that you gave ? — To some of them I gave 
10s. 

9424. What is the largest after tlie 4 1 . ; did 
you give 3 1. ? — I am not sure. 

9425. Do you recollect? — No. 

9426. How many voters did you give money_ to 
after you spoke to Mr. Kernan ? — I did not give 
10 s. to one voter, but to be divided. 

9427. What is the largest sum next to the 4 1. 
that you gave to a voter, either for himself or to 
distribute ? — Perhaps I gave 2 1. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald^ You may take 
every sum doAvn from 4 /. to 2 j. 6 d. 

9428. Mr. Exha'm.'\ Between the lOtb when 
you had expended the 50 ?., and the day of the 
polling, how much money had you expended 
from the 10th to the 31st, the day of polling ; how 
much money had you distributed? — Perhaps 
100 1. 

9429. On the polling day 100 1. ? — No. 

9430. How much then ? — I do not know. 

9431. That is 220 1. you had expended?— Yes. 

9432. How many orders did you give? — 
Three or four. 

9433. Besides 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TRIAL OP THE LONGFORD COUNTY ELECTION PETITION. 



209 



9432. Besides the one to JIary Bcvnolda? — 
No, 

9434. Including it? — Yes. 

9433. What other houses did you ^ive orders 
on ? — I gave orders to two houses in Granard. 

943C. Wliich were they ? — Maualiau was one 
of the names. 

9437. How much was on his house ? — £. 9. 

9438. Have you paid it ? — Yes. 

94.39. Can yon tell me when it was given ; 
was it earlier? — Yes. 

9440. Before the 10th? — About the 10th. 

9441. Wliat were the others? — There were 
cither orders gi^'eu ; I do not know by M-liom. 

9442. What orders did you give yourself on 
ti'.e.^e houses ? — I think I gave an order on Porter. 

9443. Was he a GreviUite ? — Yes. 

9444. What other pnblioliouse ? — I do not 
know that I gave any others. 

9445. You paid other orders that were given 
by other clergymen? — Yes. 

944(5. What other houses? — Ido not recollect 
the houses; to the best of my opinion I paid 
sonic other bills. 

9447. Do you know who were tlie clergy who 
gave tliein ? — I think I paid an order given by 
Father Gilligan. 

9448. Do you remember the amount of it? — 
I thinlc 4 1. 

9449. That is on another public-house not 
named? — I think so. 

9450. Was there any other order given by 
clergvraen that you recollect? — No; 1 do not 
recollect. 

9451. Were yon present at the first meeting 
in Granard? — Yes. 

9452. Was it interrupted-? — There w.as no one 
came there but a man of the name of Donovan ; 
he got up on a barrel in the street and made a 
speech. 

9453. And he was inten-upted ? — Y es. 

9454. What was done to him ; was he pulled off 
the barrel ? — No ; I think he remained on the 
b.arrel. 

9455. What was done to him ; was he at- 
tacked ? — Beaten ? 

9456. Yes ? — lie w.os not beaten, I tliink. 

9457. Was there an attack made on him? — 
They groaned at him. 

9458. Nothing else ? — They made a rush. 

9459. And the parfy about him defended him? 
— Yes. 

9460. There was. a little bit of afight? — There 
was no one struck. 

9461. The second day of the meeting in 
Granard, who was there ?— On the Mai'tiu side ? 
1 do not know. 

0462. Were you at the meeting yourself? — 
No. 

9463. Were notyouintown thatday? — No, I 
was not looking at it. 

9464. Did you see them holding theii’meeting? 
— Yes. 

9465. Had you a counter-meeting ? — Tes. 

9466. Who addressed your meeting? — I do 
not remember. 

9467. Was there any disturbance? — I saw none 
that clay. 

9468. The third day were there rival meetings? 
— No. 

9469. The third day, was there a fight ? — The 
police kept the two parties separated. 

9470. Each held their own meeting, the police 
keeping between them? — -Yes. 
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9471. Did you see Fatlier Fitzgerald chaired? 
— I did not ; I believe he was put upon tlie 
shoulders of some persons. 

9472. He was carrieu out? — Ye.s. 

9473. Did they cheer? — No. 

Re-ex.aiiilncd by Ur. Serjeant Armstrong. 

0474. I believe that your parish priest is a very 
elderly gentleman? — Yes. 

9475. You were more active in attending to 
the matter than he was? — Yes. 

9476. And you knew more about it?— Yes. 

9477. Did you know that it was illegal to give 
a man nioncv beforehand to induce him io vote ? 
—Yes. 

9478. Did you do such a thing ?--Ye.«, I was 
asked by two voters to give a jiromiso of money, 
and I s.aicl I would not give a promise of money. 

9479. Did you know that it was ille;’al after 
a man h.id voted to give him moucy because he 
had a vote ? — Yes. 

9480. Did you do it? — No. 

9481. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'\ These sums 
that you give to voters for refreshment were on 
the polling day? — Yes. 

9482. And after they had polled ? — Yes. 

9483. For refreshments? — Yes. 

9484. And because they could not get away 
from the intimidation, as you say, existing, and 
the violence of the town? — Yes. It was near 
nine or ten o’clock at night. 

9485. Before the election day, had you given 
money to anv person for treating or otherwise? 
— I had, 

9486. You gave sums of money to nou -electors? 
—Yes. 

'9487. Wlieu you gave sums of money in that 
way, what security had you that it would not be 
expended or given to the electors ? — Because I 
always told the pereons, to whom I gave the 
inone}*, not to give it to the electors. 

9488. Beyond that, you liad no security ? — I 
knew the iiersons to be trustworthy. 

9489. You cannot say whether it was given or 
expended upon electors, or not ? — I am sure it 
was not ; I gave very little money except what I 
expended myself. 

9490. The distinction you take is between 
giving it to others and expending it yourself ; 
when you expended it yourself, how did you 
expend it ? — I ga^ e it personally to non-electors. 

9491. In sums of 2s. and 2s. Qtl. a-picce? — 
Yes. 

9492. How much did you give to he expended 
by others before the polling day ?— Perhap.?, I 
gave 10 1. or 20 /., some of it to priests. - 

9493. I do not talk about the money you gave 
to priests, but I speak of the money that you gave 
to some of the non-electors to be sjient on non- 
electors ; how much money did you give that 
way before the polling day ? — 1 cannot say. 

9494. Dill you keep any account of the names 
of the parties that you gave the money to ? — No, 
I gave it to two or three persons. 

9495. Can you tell me the names of the two or 
three? — Yes; I gave money the first day to 
Michael Kelly, of Granard. 

9496. How much did you give him? — £.2 or 
3 Z. to spend upon the non-electors of the town. 

9497. Did you give anyone else money that 
you can name ? — ho, I did not. 

9498. When you gave orders, what security 
had you that the drink to be given out on orders 

D D would 



Kev. 

P. J/cGavcr. 
4April 1870. 
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Kev. would not be given to the voters as well Jis noii- 
P.McGuvcr. electors? — Because I gave instructions that it' it 
A rilTs-o electors, I would not pay for it. 

' ' 0499 . I'on said so to each of the persons lo 

whom you gave the orders? — Yes. 

9o00. Did you git'e any written orders, irre- 
spective of personal orders ? — I gave one written 
order. 

9501. Did you trust it to the non-clectors to 
get drint? — Yes. 

9502. In respect of that you liad no security, 



but the word of tiie noii-elector that he would 
not treat any hut the nou-clectors? — The instruc- 
tions I gave in the order was that it was to be 
given to non-electors. 

9503. It was written in the order, I'o be 
given to uon-elcctors ’ ? — Yes. 

9504. Have you got any of tbeee written 
orders lierc? — bfo, 1 never gave any written 
order except erne. 

9505. You iiave not that here ? — No. 

[The TYitness withdrew. 



Mr. Gregokv, re-called ; E.xamined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



'MT.Gregory. 9506. I omitted to ask you whether you ap- 
plied for an escort on the polling day in Granard 
to escoi-tyou to this town? — Yes. 

9507. Did vour busine-ss rer[uire you to come ? 
— Yes. 

9508. Did you require a military escoi't? — 
Yes. 

9509. Did you make a proper requisition? — 
Yes. 

9510. Did you obtain it? — No. 

9511. Why? — The magistrate informed me 
tliat there were so many applications that he could 
not spare an escort until it w’as too late. 

9512. In fact, there were notti'oops available; 
do you know the Ileverend Michael Fitzgei’ald 
of Newtown Forbes? — Yes. 

9513. Do you know that he isatlioine? — 
Yes. 

CrosB-exaniiued by Mr. Exham. 

9514. How do you know that Mr. Fitzgerald 
is in Rome ? — I know that on the 23rd of March 
he was in my house, and he informed me that lie 
was to go by the excursion on the 28th. 

9515. Is tliat all? — Yes; I am sure he is 
gone. 

9516. Were you informed that we were try- 
ing to serve him with a suhpeena? — No, I was 
not. 

9517. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] "What is his 
Christian name ? — Thomas ; I was also aware 
that he was going two moutlia ago ; I intended 
going myself, but for two circumstances; one, 
from having to attend here, and the other, the 
illness of my daughter. 

9518. Mr. Exham.] Were you here the day 
of the nomination ? — V es. 

9519. You were a party to the arrangement 
made that day to allow both paities into the 
court liouse ? — No arrangement was made by me, 
but by some persons connected with Mr. Martin’s 
committee ; I told them that I bad communicated 
it to tlie high sheriff ; and after having communi- 
cated the matter to the high sheriff^ I waited 
upon Mr. Hanley, and complied with the request 
he made ; and the request was that 100 tickets 
should be accorded to 100 persons to come in on 
the gallery, and the gallery was set apart for 
the accommodation of those persons, but a 
stipulation was entered into that no roughs should 
be allowed up in the gallery, and wc reserved 
to ourselves the right if roughs were allowed to 
exclude them, and in violation of that stipulation 
it was principally composed of roughs. 

9520. Was Mr. M‘Keon in court in the oppo- 
site gallery? — I do not know. 

9521. One gallery was kept for the Martinites, 
and the rest of the court house was filled with 



Grcvilleitcs? — Tiiia gallery was allocated to Mr. 
Greville’s friends, and the other gallery for Mr. 
Martin’s friends. 

9522. Who filled the body of the court house ? 
— Mr. Greville’s friends. 

9523. Did you hear the stipendiary magistrate 
tell the high sheriff that faith had been broken 
vvith reference to setting the parties equally into 
the court house? — No. 

Mr. Justice I do not see what 

effect this can have upon the incjuiry at all. 

9524. Mr. Exham.] You saw Mr. O’Reilly 
from Dublin here? — Yes. 

9525. Was he here for Mr. Greville ? — Yes. 

9526. Did he speak for him? — No. 

9527. Did you see him in the court house ? — 
Yes. 

9528. And up ou the hustings? — Yes; I do 
uot say that he was acting here for Mr. Greville, 
but I l<nc\v him to have been in the town a con- 
siderable time previous to the nomination. 

9529. And acting for Mr. Greville? — I could 
uot say. 

9530. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] Did you hear 
him make a speech for him ? — No, I never heard 
him make a sj)ceeli for him. 

9531. Mr Fa.'/tam.] Was not he stopping at 
the hotel ? — I cannot say ; he was stopping at 
Longford ; I saw him in the hotel ; but whether 
he stopped in the hotel or private lodgings, I can- 
not say. 

9532. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] Is that Mr. 
John O’Reilly, barrister? — Yes. 

9533. ^IwExkam.] Did uot you know that 
he was stopping in the hotel? — I did not. 

Be-examiued by Mr. Seijeaut Armstrong. 

9534. I believe at the “ Lamp ” there was a 
partition put across to separate the rival parties ? 
— Yes, it was put to give as fair an opportunity 
for Mr. Martin’s friends to have as much of the 
gallery as we had. 

9535. So that you might have the shemi on the 
right hand and the goats on the left ? — Yes. 

9536. It was Mr. Stephen Joseph Meany that 
was negotiating for the occupation of the court- 
house? — Yes, and Mr. O’Donovan, the medical 
student ; I did not have any communication with 
them, but I told them I would fii-st communicate 
with the high sheriff, and wait upon the con- 
ducting agent, and I did so. 

9537. Mr. Stephen Joseph Meany, late of the 
Penitentiary ? — Yea. 

9538. Mr. .Er/iam.] Did not Mr. Hanley, too, 
wait upon you himself? — No, I do not think he 
did. 

9539. You swear thathe did not? — Yes; I told 

the 
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the gentlemen; when they ivaiteci upon me, that I 
would see Mv. Hanley, and I went to see Mr. 
Hanley as the solicitor. 

9540. Did Mr. Hanley come and see you in the 
hotel, and say that he had come to know what 
arrangement you would make with reference to 
admitting his iiarty to the court-house ? — I do not 
recollect such an arrangement, but I say that I 
went OTer to wait upon Mr. Hanley, after con- 
suttiug the high sheriff, to comply witli the re- 
quest made in his name. 

9541. Did you then say to Mr. Hanley that you 
would be glact to go over to his solicitor, and make 
an arrangement ; and did you go over? — I did go 



over, but I say it was not in pursuance of any 
conversation I had with Mr. Hanley, but I went 
over in discharge of my duty. 

9542. Jlr. Justice Fit:porald.^ On this side 
you had the Martinites ? — Yes ; aud we removed 
that barrier, and placed it so as to divide the 
court. 

9543. According to that, the Martinites are the 
sheep, aud the Grevilleitesthe goats? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew, 
hlr. Serjeant Ar7nstronff stated that tlic 
Rev. Thomas Fitzgerald got 20 L, according 
to the evidence of Father Reynolds. 



James Cooney, sworn; Examined by Mr, McLaughlnn. 

9544. Do you reside in Lonefovd ? — Yes. 9552. Who did t-ou give it to ? — A mau named 



9545. You are a merchant here ? — Yes. 

9546. Do you remember cashing a cheque for 
the Rev. Mr. Reynolds? — Yes. 

9547. What was the amount of it ? — 28. 

9548. Was it after bank hours? — Yes. 

9549. He came to you, I suppose? — He sent a 
man in. 

9550. And you gave 28 ?. cash for a cheque on 
the bank, and you got the money in due course ? 
— Y es. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exliam. 

9551. What day was it? — I could not tell the 
date. 



Qiugly. 

9553. How many were in the party? — Forty- 
two, I think. 

9554. Who were the others ? — I do not know 
the names of the others. 

9555. Did you give the 28 1. amongst them ? 
— Yes. 

9556. Did you divide it all ; into whose bauds 
did you give it ? — I gave Quigly?/., and three 
others 7 1. more. 

9557. You do uotknowwho they were? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



The Rev. Guegoey Y’ork, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Annstronj. 



9558. You are a Parish Priest? — Yes. 

9559. In the Westmeath direction? — Yes. 

9560. No doubt you have several electors in 
your parisli ? — Over 80. 

9561. Are you aware of the intimidation aud 
alarm in the minds of these people before the 
election? — Yes, there was a good deal of it; 
adjoining Westmeath, particularly. 

9562. Are you aware that mobs came down 
from Westmeath? — Yes, into Ballymahon, 
strongly. 

9563. With a view of counteracting these 
mobs were iion-electors procui'ed? — Yes. 

9564. And recommended to be procured? — 
Yes. 

9565. Did you get auy money for the purpose 
of refreshment, or any way remunerating these 
non-electors ? — Yes. 

9566. How much ? — £. 90. 

9567. Did YOU apply it ? — I have 25 1. yet. 

9568. That was 65 h ?— Yes. 

9569. Was any given to the electors? — No. 

9570. In your opinion was the employment of 
those non-electors necessary for the protection of 
the electors? — Yes. 

9571. And to counteract the intimidation pre- 
vailing ? — No doubt of it. 

9572. You knew it would be illegal to give 
money to get a man to vote ? — Yes. 

9573. Did vou do it? — No. I gave instruc- 
tions that nothing of the kind should be done. 

9574. Was that money homi fide reasonably 
expended to remuneiate and refresh in a proper 
way the non-elective body? — Yes. 

Cross-ex.ammed by Mr. Exham. 

957.5. When did you get the first money? — I 
cannot say. pai’ticularly. 
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9576. Did you get it all in one sum? — No; I 
got 30 1. first. 

9577. When did you get it afterwards? — 
Shortly before the polling day. 

9578. Aud you got 60 7. afterwards in one 
sum ? — Yes. 

9579. Did you give ovdens? — No. 

9580. What Is the largest sum you gave to 
any person ? — The lai’gest sum I gave was 30 1. 
to my curate to distribute amongst non-electors. 

95*81. Was that the first 30 L ? — Yes. 

9582. Did you give him the whole of it? — He 

expended some himself, and so tliat I 

9583. What is the largest sum you gave to 
anyone person youi-self other than the curate? 
—£. 2 . 

9584. To whom did you give the 2 1. ? — A non- 
elector, named James Farrell. 

9585. That was about the time you got it ? — 
No ; it was on the day of the election. 

9586. I talk of the first money? — The first 
money I did not distribute any of myself. 

9587. You knew nothing of it? — No; it was 
given to the curate, aud he told me what he did 
with it. 

9588. What is the curate’s name? — Michael 
Kelly. 

95*89. Did you distribute the 60 1. you got 
afterwards entirely on the polling day ? — No. 

9590. How did you distribute it ? — I gave 16 L 
the day of the polling in Ballymahon, and I gave 
to Father Kelly 18 7. afterwards. 

9591. And 16 1. in Ballymahon? — Yes. 

9592. What is the largest sum you gave to 
anybody in Ballymahon ? — £. 2. 

9593. Did you give auy large sums? — No, 
except a man representing the townlands; I gave 

D D 2 a man. 



4 April 1870. 



J. Cooney/. 



Rev. 

G. York. 
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Rev. fi coming from the townlaiuls so much ; he 
G. York, told me how much he had. 

9594. And you gave it to him to distribute? — 

4 April 1870. Yea. 

9595. That was the pollijig day ? — Yea. 

9596. lYIiat became of the rest of the money; 
you gave .304 to the curate ; 16 4 12 s. 8 d. your- 
self, and 18 1. to Father Kelly ; was tliat on tlie 
polling day ? — Yes. 

9597. After that yoit repaid him what lie had 
spent ? — Yes. 

9598. What became of the rest of it ? — I have 
25 4 of it in my hands now. 

9509. Did you give any orders yourself? — 
Only one. 

9600. Was it written or verbal? — Verbal. 

9601. Where did you give it? — In Can-ick 
Bay, in ray parish. 

9602. "VVas it at a public-house that you gave 
the order ? — Yes. 

9603. What is the name of the publican? — 
Michael O’Donovan. 

9604 What did you give the order for ? — Two 
pounds’ worth of drink to give to non-electors; 
they were asking for it. 



9605. And then you rode away ? — Yes, it was 
a couple of days after they got the drink. 

9606. You told tlicm a couple of days before- 
hand to give the non-electors who came a couple 

of pounds’ worth of drink, and you paid them ? 

Yes. 

9607. Did you give any other orders ? — Itliink 
I did. 

9608. Wlio did you give it to? — Tiie same 
James Farrell, for a gallon of n’hisky, 

9609. Was it a verbal order? — I gave it into 
his hands to go and buy it. 

9610. That was only 1 4 ? — Less. 

9611. Were there any other orders? — Ko. 

9612. Was James Farrell the righthand man 
managing it ? — He distributed it. 

9613. Where does he live ? — In a house of my 
own. 

9614. Did you pay any other orders except 
those ? — No. 

9615. Any other but that of your curate?— 
No. 

[Tlie Witness withdrew. 



Patrick Colesian, sworn ; Examined by Mr. 



P.Colman. 9616. You are a Voter ? — Yes. 

9617. Wh.at pariah do you live in ?—Ardagli. 

9618. 1 believe you voted at the last election ? 
— Yea. 

9619. And would again ? — Yes. 

9620. Did anything happen to your house about 
that time ? — Yes. 

9621. What was it? — My windows were 
broken. 

_ 9622. Was it at night or in the day-time ? — At 
night. 

9623. Did any party come to you at all that 
night ? — They ctid. 

9624. How many ?_I could not fairly remember. 

9625. “Was there a good crowd of them ? 

I could not say Jiow many ; I was in bed. 

9626. Did you hear the noise of them? — I did. 

9627. Did they come in by the door?— They 
came to the window where I lay. 

9628. Did they break the windows without 
s.iying anything, or did they say something be- 
fore they broke the udndows?— They did; they 
axed me how would I vote. 

9629. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] This is before 
the election ? — Yes. 

9630. 'M.t. McLaugklan.] How long before the 
election was it ? — Saturday night. 

9631. It was New Year’s night? — Monday was 
the polling day. 

9^2. They asked you who you would vote 
for? — Yea, 

M33. Pid they ask just through the window ? 

9634. Having broken it first?— No, they did 
not break it ; they only tapped the ndndow. 

9635. And you were asked through tlie window 
who you would vote for? — Yes. 

9636. What did you say ?— I said I would not 
tell It to no person before I went to where the 
men voted. 

9637. Were they Martinites or Grevilleites ? — 
I did not know which at the time, till thev de- 
manded me to vote for Mr. Martin. 

9608. That was after you said you would not 



tell it lo no men till you would go to the place ? 
Ye s.^— 

9639. Wheu they demanded you to vote for 
Mr. Martin, what did you say? — 1 held out 
against them, and I would not tell them ; I would 
not say whom I would vote for till I went to the 
place. 

9640. When you held out against them in this 
way, what did they say tlien ? — They threatened 
me. 

9641. What with ? — That they would break 
the house and throw it down, or soinetiiing of that 
kind, and I would not give them that answer. 

9642. Did they say anything more before they 
broke the windows?— They came at me again, 
that I be to mention ivbo I would vote for. 

9643. When they said you be to mention who 
you would vote for, what did you say ? — From 
the terror of the family in the room where I lay, 
and they demanded me to vote for Mr. Martin, 
I said, “ That is tlie man when I go there.” 

9644. Did you intend to vote for Martin at 
that time ?— Indeed I did not. 

9645. Were there any shots fired? — I heard a 
shot beiore they came to the window; I heard 
like a shot. 

964 6._ Did you see whether they had any sticks 
at all with them ? — I could not tell whether tliey 
had auy sticks. 

9647. Wlien you said you would vote for 
Martin, did they go away without breaking the 
windows? — They broke three windows. 

9648. That was in order to remind you of it ? 
— Yes. 

9649. Was it before you promised to vote for 
Martin that they broke the windows ? — Indeed it 
was not. 

_9650. It was the same night ? — Yes, the same 
night. 

9651. How many of them were broken ? — 
Three. 

9652. Was it tlie terror of the people coming 
there that made you say you would vote for 
Martin ? — Yes. 

9653. Were 
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9653. Were you friglitened ?— Yes, the family 
ivere there. 

9654. You have a wife and children? — Yes. 

9655. They were sleeping in the room? — 
Yes. 

9856. About w'hat time of the night was this? 
— About tliree o’clock I fancy it was. 

9657. You mean tliree o’clock in the night ?— 



Yes; I cannot say what hour, for I have 
clock. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 



P. Ct)le«ian. 
4ApriI 1870. 



9658. Did you get out of your bed at all ? — 
No ; not until they weirt and let the wind in on 
me. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Michael Boyce, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstro-ag. 



9669. They did not come to your house at any M. Boyce. 
other time? — No. 

9670. You voted iu Lougford? — I did. 



9659. WiiAT parish do you live iu ?- -Ardagh. 

9660. You voted for Mr. Greville at the 
last election ?— Yes, and for lus father before 
him. 

9661. Did any people come to your house 
about the election ? — They did on New Year’s 
E re. 

9662. By day or by night ? — At night, between 
10 and 11 o’clock. 

9663. Had you retired to bed? — No; I had 
my coat off me ; I was upstairs going to bed. 

9664. You mean upstairs in your own bed ? — 
Yes. 

9665. What happened ’—Nothing happened, 
but they shouted “ Vote for honest John Martin,” 
and no mistake, aucl, if not, to mark the conse- 
q^iiences; that is all they told me ; they did not 
come within five or six yards of the door. 

9666. Were there many of them? — I do not 
know ; 1 slioiikl think three or four, and one of 
them said to “ fire fire,” and the others said not. 

9667. I presume you are a married man, and 
had your family there ?— Yes. 

9668. Was there a good deal of ten-or and 
alanu among the parishiouers ? — That night there 
was. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

9671. Was that the Satuixlay before? — Yesj 
the Saturday night; New Year’s Eve. 

9672. You came into Lougford on the Monday 
morning ? — Yes. 

9673. How many c.ame in with you? — Four. 

9674. In a car ? — Yes, in my son’s car. 

9675. You came iu quite quietly, and you 
voted ?— Yes. 

9676. And went home quietly ?— Yes. 

9677. There were three or four with you? — 
Yes. 

9678. Wheu did they scud for you to examine 
you ? — Last night ; I was in the fair at Edge- 
worthstowu. 

9679. And they brought you in? — Yes. 

9680. They cried out to vote for honest John 
Martin ? — Y es. 

9681. And you did not? — No ; I did not know 
the man. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Thomas Boyce, sworn; Examined by Mr. McLauglilan. 



9682. Where do you live ? — In the parish of 
Ardagh. 

9683. Are you any relation of the last witness? 
— A son. 

9684. Do you live in the same house with your 
father ? — No. 

9685. Are you a voter yoitvself? — Yes. 

9686. And you voted for Mi-. Greville at the 
last election ? — Yes. 

9687. And would do so again? — Yes. 

9688. Do you remember any people coming to 
your house ? — I do perfectly well. 

9689. When did they come ? — On New Year’s 
Eve. 

9690. The night of the nomination '? — Yes. 

9691. What time of the night did they paj 
you this visit? — About 11 o’clock; I think it 
was something after 11 o’clock ; I looked at the 
clock after they left ; I tliink it was something 
after H o’clock. 

9692. Was it dark, at all events? — Yes. 

9693. How far do you live fi-om your father’s; 
do you live in the same district? — Yes. 

9694. How far do you live from your father? 

Half a mile ; I think they paid him a visit 

first. 

9695. How many of them were there? — I could 
not say. 

9696. Were they numerous? — Yes. 

9697. A dozen of them ? — I think not. 

178. 



9698. Eight or ten? — I think about six, from 
the report they made. 

9699. What do you mean by that ? — The noise 
they made pulling each other. 

9700. What were they saying ? — Tiiey 
shouted “ Order,” and they shouted " Martin for 
ever they took some sort of a hack and hacked 
my door. 

9701. A hatchet? — I do not know what it 
was ; I saw the marks upon it ; it was a hack with 
a sharp edge, and they marked it. 

9702. They pock-marked it ? — Yes. 

9703. MTiat did they say when they were 
doing that?— Some of them shouted “ Order,” and 
some of them shouted not to disoblige. 

9704. Some of them shouted Order,” and some 
of them said not to disoblige ? — Yes. 

9705. Did they say whom or what ? — No. 

9706. 1 suppose you knew what they meant ? 
— I could not say because I was never troubled 
with anything of that sort ; I never got any 
annoyance betore. 

9707. You called it annoyance ? — Yes: I never 
got a fright before ; 1 thought I would get out of 
my bed, and my Uttle elmdren cried out they 
would be lost if I left them. 

9708. These people hacking at the door, you 
would not get out ? — No. 

9709. The children were so terrified? — Yes. 

9710. Have you many of them ? — I have three. 

D D 3 9711. They 



2'. Boyce. 
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T. Boyce. 9711. They were terribly terrified ?— They 
- were. 

4April 1870. 9712. Did they go on that way hacking at the 

door ?— Yes, they saitl something that they would 
he to get a ■voice. 

9713. Tliat is an answer from within ? — Yes. 

9714. Did they want an answer ? — Yes. 

971.5. Yon gave them none’ — No; then they 

made bits of the glass in tlic window. 

9716. Was that the window of the room in 
which you were ? — No ; they never came near 
the room in which I was sleeping. 

• 9717. Then, having broken the window in that 
way, they went away ? — Yes. 

9718. As far as yon could gather, did you 



think that was an encouragement to vote for 
Grei-ille ? — 1 thought I’cry mr to the contrary. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

9719. Did you go in with your father 011 the 
clay of the polling? — I p.asscd my vote for 
Grevilie-Nugent. 

9720. Who did you come in -with? — I disre- 
member. 

9721. You came in quite quietly ?- Ycs. 

9722. And went away quietly ? — Yes. 

9723. And iwlled quietly? — Yes. 

9724. And no one interrupted you ? — No; no 
one interrupted me in any form. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Fkancis Dowdal, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



F. Bowdall. 



9725. I liELTEVE you voted for Mr. Grevillc- 
Nngcnt at the last election? — Yes. 

9726. Where do you reside ? — B.allymalion. 

9727. Arc j’ou aware that great bodies of the 
Westmeath fellows were brought into that dis- 
tvict? — I saw some of them coming in. 

9728. Did yon get a beating, by of 

reminder of the vote you had given ? — Yes, I did. 

9729. After the election? — Yes- 

9730. Do you attribute that to the fact of your 
having voted for Mr. Greville ? — 1 do believe it. 

9731. Tliere was no other cause? — No. 

9732. Where did it happen ? —Between Ath- 
loue and Ballymahon. 

9733. I believe they took your hat from you up- 
on that occasion? — No, they did not; they knocked 
it off •with the blow of a stone. It was something 
like a paving-stone, so that I had a very narrow 
escape of my life. 

9734. what did they do with the hat? — I do 
not know ; I did not take time, nor would you 
take time. I thought a good run was better than 
a bad stand at that time. 

9735. Some people would not retreat when 
they are beaten ’—Indeed I did retreat, and I 
heard it was a good thing I did; iiiid I did the 
be.st to carry me away quick. 

97.36. Were there many fellows ? — I cannot 
tell ; I left Athlone at five ; I only took two 
hours to go 10 miles. 

9737. Was the country in a state of alarm? — 
I was travelling the road for 30 years, and I 
never got anyone to offend me, or I did not offend 
them ; and I had every confidence in trai elling 
through the country until I came within three 
miles or about four miles of Ballymah<in, and I 
pulled up my mare to walk up a short hill, and 
just as I drew up there ■was a plantation conve- 
nient, and as I took up the mare in my hand to 
go away, I got a blow with a stone on the ba*',k 
of my neck. As soon as that, I stnick the mare 
■with my whip to make her fly ; she made a jump 
as soon as I ivent. I suppose something beyond 
I got the blow of a stone on the shoulder. I 
ivent on about two perches further, and passed in 
front of the plantation, and I got another blow of 
a stone in the head, and it took my hat I could 
not tell where. There were tivo stones struck 
the gig, and another fired at the mare, and they 
were all coming up to me as I came up to them. 
I had the mare up to eight or ten miles an hour; 
she was very active, and I could depend upon 
her, and I got away. Then I thought they would 
get ahead of me at another turn of the road, and 



I kept the mare up to the lop of her speed till I 
got a couple of miles. 

9738. Tliat was actually in the county West- 
meath, on the borders of this county? — Yes. I 
could not believe that I would be oftended in the 
same neighbourhood ; and I thought I had friends 
enough along the road, because X was often very 
civil and obliging, and I could not believe that 
any man would treat me in that way; if I w£^ 
told BO I would not believe it. 

9739. Do you know Dr. Langham? — Yes. 

9740. He is the dispensary doctor ? — Y'es. 

9741. Do you know that Ins district extends 
considerably into Westmeath? — Just convenient 
to the very place I had been travelling. He is 
dispensary doctor to the division uf Ballymahon; 
his district runs down at the very place A\-hcre I 
was attacked. 

9742. If a man wished to keep a safe skin, and 
to be poimlarin that district, he would rather side 
witli the Martinites ? — Yes ; if you be a Martin- 
ite you could travel there, but uot being a Mav- 
tinite, or voting for Greville, you ■were sure to be 
attacked. 

9743. And a country doctor, coming out at all 
times of the night, would like to be safe ? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

9744. When did this happen to you? — The 
Saturday after ■the election. 

9745. And you saw none of the parties? — Not 
one ; they were all witliin the plantation. 

9746. Did you vote in Ballymahon? — Yes. 

9747. There was nothing done to jou? — No. 
There was great excitement both days of the 
meetings with both parties ; but the day of 
the election there were large parties or mobs 
brought in from different parts of the county 
from Westmeath and the loiver part of the county, 
and they created a good deal of alarm, and were 
it not for the military and police there would 
have been a great deal of harm done. 

9748. You mean to say that thei-e was a large 

party on the Greville side as well ? — I do say 
there was. _ 

9749. How far back is your experience ot 
Longford elections ? — I can remember them since 
the year 1828. 

9750. And you recollect some contests m 
Longford? — Since 1828 1 do. 

97'Sl. And I suppose you saw many a hard 
knock given? — Yes. 

9752. There was a mob on both sides? —Yes; 
but I never saw anything like the last time. 

° 9763. It 
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9753. It was worse tlic last time? — Yes, ami 
the reasun was there was two coiilending parties 
from one party, and when one party splits it 
makes things more conflicting. 

9754. "When the two parties contended before, 
was not there a ajilit in the county? — Yes ; but 
in the former days we were under one Govem- 
ment of ])urty against party : ^Vhig and Tory, 
or Liberal and Conservative, and then when we 
were against the Conaevvadvea, we knew our 
men ; the Liberal party stuck as well as they 
could together, and they were all unanimous iu 
that way. Then we knew oiir foe from our friend, 
but when friends fall out and split, tliat makes 
the thing much worse ; when there was a split iu 
the camp, it made the thing more dangerous and 
vindictive. 
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Ee-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrov;i. 

9755. Lid you ever know, at any of the former 
elections, tlie Conservatives and tlie I'cnians 
uniting ? — No, never. 

975G. Lid not they tliis time? — I could not 
say what man ws.s a F'enian. 

9757. We wilt call them Mavtinites. Lid not 
the Mavtinites and the Conservatives fiateniise ? 
— They did, for I have known some of the Con- 
servatives that were collecting for the iMartin 
fund, and going about acting as agents, to take in 
money and collect money. 

9758. For the Conservative.? ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Michael Brady, sworn; 

9759. Where do j’ou live ? — In the jiarish of 
Ardagh. 

9760. Are you a voter for the county ? — Yes. 

9761. And voted at the last election?— Yes. 

9762. For Greville, I supijose ? — Yes. 

9763. You voted for his father, I suppose? — 
Yes. 

9764. You look as if you would do it again ?-- 
Perhaps so. 

9765. Do you remember anyone calling at 
your liouse from the Martinites? — Yes, I do. 

9766. How did it happen; tell us all about it? 
— They gave me rather a surprise by their com- 
ing to the door at night. 

9767. Whiit time iu the night?— Between 11 
and 12. 

9768. What night was this? — New Year’s 
Eve. 

9769. The night of the day of nomination ? — 
Saturday night. 

9770. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald."] The 31st De- 
cember was New Year’s Eve? — New Year’s 
Eve. 

9771. Mr. McLaughlin."] It was on a Saturday 
night tliey came ? — Yes. 

97 72. About wliat time in the night did they 
come ? — Between 11 aud 12, I think. 

9773. How far do you live from the Boyces; 
from the old man ? — I live between the two. 

9774. So that passing from the one to the 
other they took you as they went ? — Yes. 

9775. Were there many of them? — I could 
not say how many. I did uot see e’er a man. 

9776. You kept inside the house ? — I hoard. 

9777. What did you hear? — I heard them 
shoutiiig, “ Order,” and “ Halt.” 

9778. Now, having shouted that, I suppose 
somebody said sometliing more ; did tliey stop 
there w&en that order was given? — They cou- 



Examined by ilr. McLaughlin. 

tluued at that word as long as I heard them in 
the place. 

9779. Did they say anything else? — I did not 
hear. 

9780. What did they do to your hoine ? — 
Broke mv window. 

9781. 'Only that ?— Tliat is all. 

9782. Wiiat windows; the windows of what 
room? — The kitchen window. 

9783. You were known, I suppi>se, to be a 
Grevilleite ? — Perhaps I was. 

9784. That means you certainly were ? — 
Likely. 

978*5. You had voted for the father of this 
gentleman ? — I did. 

9786. Were you in bed at the time? — I w.as. 

9787. And I suppose your wife aud family <vere 
also in bed ? — Yes. 

9788. And when you said you were surprised, 
you meant a little frightened? — My lieaiing the 
riot outside, 1 was. 

9789. Have you any notion what they came 
for ? — I iliil uot hear any words to saj’ wliat it 
was for. 

9790. Do you think it was to encourage you to 

vote for Greville ? 

IMr. Exham objected to the question. 

Cros.s-examiued by Mr. E.xham. 

9791. You came here aud voted? — I did. 

9792. Did you come by yourself':' — 1 brought 
my cart to bring me in and home again. 

9793. And jam know nothing afterwards? — 
Nothins aftenvards. 

9794^ Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] You never 
were paid for your cart ? — No. 

[The Witness withdrew'. 



Lawrence Kelly, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant 



9795. Did you vote for Greville at the last 
election ? — Yes. 

9796. Before you voted, did any mob of fel- 
lows come to your bouse? — Thej did. 

9797. What night was it ?— New Year’s night, 
Satui-day night. 

9798. About what time of night; had you 
gone to bed? — About 12; between 12 aud one 
o’clock ; I was in bed and was asleep. 

9799. And your family ?— Yes. 

9800. What alaimed you; what awakened 
178. 



you ? — Punching at the door ; I thought tliey 
would put it in. The old woman was the first 
that heal'd it, aud asked what it was about. They 
asked her was the master within. She said, 
“ Yes.” She asked what tlicy wanted ; they said 
they wanted to speak to him. 

9801. Did you get up? — No; 1 was asleep. 
They said they wanted me to go and vote for 
John Martin- 

9802. Tell us all that happened? — The children, 
ran over to me ; I was just rising out of bed and 

D D 4 going 



F. Diiwdal. 
4 April 1870 . 



M. Brady. 



L. KeUy. 
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L- Kelli/, going doiru to the door. Thereupon a shot, I 

think it was 2 )Owcler, was just put m through the 

4 Aprii 1870 . ,vjii(2ow as 1 was going across from my bed. 

9803. A shot fired into the window ? — 
Yes. 

9804. Just as you were crossing the floor? — 
Yes. 

9S05. Were they pounding at the door; striking 
the door?— A voice spoke at the door; I told 
them not to fire, and I might consider. 

9806. Was there another shot fired or not ?— I 
cannot say ; I was engaged trying to secure the 
door. 

9807. Did you prop it in any way ? — It :yns 
well bolted; I did not go near the door for 
fear. 

9808. Wei-e you alarmed and terrified? — Any 
man would be alarmed. 

9609. And your family ? — Just so ; and from 
that day to tins, if they hear a noise at night, 
they fret. 

9810. Was your house ever visited before ? — 
Never. 

9811. You lived iu jieace with your neighbours 
before tliat time ? — Yea ; there was never a pane 
of glass broken since ever I went to live in the 
house. 



Cross-examined by Mr. £x-hani. 

9812. You live at Ai-dagh, too, I believe^ 

Yes. 

9813. You came in and voted, did not you ? — 
Yes. 

9814. How did you come in? — Ou a cart. 

9815. Your own? — No, it was not; it was a 
neighbour’s cart. 

9816. You came in c|uietly? — Yes. 

9817. And went home quietly I — Yes. 

9818. And no one said a word to you? — No. 

9819. You found no difficulty in coming alout' 
the road? — Not a bit. 

9820. Did you stay long in the town -wheu you 
came here ? — No, I went home; it was a dark 
night. 

9821. You left in the morning? — Yes. 

9822. How far is Ardagh from Longford ? — 
Nearly about six miles. 

Re-examined by Mr. Seijeaut Ai-mstroni/. 

9823. Did they come to you again? — No, but 
they told my old woman, “If you don’t malce hitn 
vote for honest John Martin we will have down 
your door, and you will be left a widow, and it 
will be cast up to you all the clays of your life ” ; 
to her and my family. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Mr. James B. Murtagh was called, but did not appear. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong asked his Lordship for an order for his atteudance. He wanted liim with 
reference to some telegrams. 

( The telegrams were handed to his Lordship.') 

Mr. E.vham said Mr. Honley had written to Mi-. Mui-tagli’s residence in Dublin, but bo had not 
come. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said he would make the order. 

Mr. F-rkom handed some other tehgrams to his Lordship, and asked for an order for the attend- 
ance of Mr. Reilly. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald asked if Rlr. Reilly had been summoned. 

Mr. Fzham said he had not been summoned. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said, if Mr. Reilly was brought, the fullest opportunity should be given to 
examine him. 

An oi-der was directed to be made out for the attendance of Mr. James 33. Murtagh to-inorrow, at 
12 o’clock. 

Ml-. Exliam asked pei-missiou to ask the telegi-ajfii clerk, John Thompson, if the telegrams had been 
out of his 2 >o 8 session since he first came to the town. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said he did not see that it was necessary. 



M. Kenny. 



Michael Kenny, sworn; Examined by Mr. McLaughlin. 



9824. You live in Longford? — Yes. 

9825. What is your businera ? — A butcher. 

9826. I suppose, incidentally to that business, 
oil have to go to fairs and markets in the neigh- 
ourliood ? — -xes. 

9827. How did you vote at the last election? 
— I have no vote, 

9828. What side were you on without a vote ? 
— In favour of Grei-ille. 

9829. Do you know a voter of the name of 
Michael Kenny? — No. 

9830. Do you know a man in Longford of tlie 
name of Kenny who voted for Martin?— Yes; I 
have seen his name. 



9831. Where have you seen liis name? — In 
the papers. 

9832. What i>aper? — I do not know; some 
paper ; I do not know exactly what paper. 

9833. Do you know, os a matter of fact, whe- 
ther the newspajjer called the “Weekly News” 
circulates in Longford ? — I believe it does. 

9834. Do you ever go to Afhlone at all ? — 
I do. 

9835. Often? — Yes, most every fair. 

9836. Do you remember coining back fi-om 
tlie fail- at Athlone one night after the election 
that sometliing happened to you 1 — It was 
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9837. How far is it from this to Atlilone ? — 
Tweuty or 21 miles. 

9838". How fai' were you towai-ds Athloue 
when this thing happened ? — About two miles 
beyond Ballymahon; a place called Tang. 

9839. Is Tan" iu the county Longford, or in 
Westmeath? — County Longford, I think. 

9840. You are not sure ? — No. 

9841. Were you driving ?— Yes. 

9842. Your own horse? — My owu horse. 

9843. Did anj’one interfere with you ; tell 
us what happened? — There was three or four 
men, and they got hold of the horse, two of 
tliem, and stojmed it, and asked where I was 
from. I said Longford. So an old man inter- 
fered and said, “ You may let that man go ; his 
hrother voted for hfartin.” 

9844. Did your brother vote for Martiu? — 
No, he had no vote. 

9845. His name is John Kenny? — Yes. 

9846. Did they let you go then? — They 
did. 

9847. Did they refer to any list of names of 
those who had voted for Martin, to see whether 
or not you had voted, or your brother, on the 
right side? — One i>f the young men went into a 
house to see, and came out and said I might 
go on. 

9848. While he was in seeing about that, how 
much time elapsed until he came out?— Not 
more than a minute or two. 

9849. Were many around you at that time ?— 
Six or seven. 

9850. Wei-e tliey very quiet? — I did not see 
them do anything. 

9851. Did you know the name of the man 
who left ? — No, I do not know any of them. 

9852. Did he say what he was going in for?— 
He did not. “ I will see,” says he. 

9853. Did he say anything about a thing 
called the r6le of honour at all ? — No, he did not 
mention it. 

9854. Was it mentioned to you on that occa- 
sion ?_-No. 



9855. Was it afterwards raeutloned to you at 
all ? — No, never. 

9856. Would you know it if you saw it? — 
No : I never saw it. 

9857. Michael Kenny, Rathmore ; that is uot 
you ? — No. 

9858. At all events he came out and told 
them that it was all right, that you had voted for 
Martin, and tlien you went on your way re- 
joicing, I suppose? -Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

9859. Are you a voter at all? — No. 

9860. Where were you the day of the 
election ?— I was at home minding my busi- 
ness. 

9861. What part of the county is that? — 
Longford. 

9162. Did you ever see the t61v of honour? — 
No, I did not. 

9863. Did you ever sec the printed list of how 
the electors in Dublin voted? — No. 

Re-examined by Mr. McLaughlan. 

9864. Is that the role of honour {handing a 
paper to IVitness) ? — 

Mr. Exham objected, as the Witness had 
said he had never seen it. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald said the Witness 
need not be troubled about that matter, as 
he was not a voter. 

9865. Mr. McLaughlan-l When they said 
that your name was in it, of course you did not 
set them right ; you thought it safer to go on? — 
I said DO more. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



James Kegan, sworn; Examined by Mr. Serjeant 



9866. You voted for Greville-Nugent at the 
last election? — Yes. 

9867. What part of the county are you from ? 
— The parish of Ardagh. 

9868. Were you thi-eatened in any way before 
you voted ? — Yes. 

9869. 'Where was it? — At my house. 

9870. By day or by night ? — By uight. 

9871. I suppose you have a family living with 
you ? — Yes. 

9872. A wife and cliildren ? — Yes. 

9873. About what time was it they came ? — 
Three or four o’clock. 

9874. What night ? — New year’s eve. 

9875. Were you in bed ? — I was. 

9876. With your family ? — Yes. 

9877. What alarmed you? — They did. 

9878. What did they do? — Demanded who I 
would vote for. 

9879. What did you say ? — I said, “ Time 
enough to consider who I will vote for in a day 
or two.” 

9880. In fact you did not want to tell them ? 

Ko. That would not do ; they would get a 

decided answer. 

178. 



9881. Did you give them a decided answer? 
— I had to do so. 

9882. What did you say? — I said I would 
vote for Greville-Nugent. 

9883. Did they insist on your aosweriug? — 
Yes. 

9884. What did they say tlieu? — They said 
they would shoot me dead in my bed if I did not 
give a decided answer. 

9885. Then you gave them a decided answer ? 
—Yes. 

9886. What did they say then ? — They said 
nothing, but broke my window. 

9887. Did they threaten anything to you? — 
No. 

9888. Did they say any more ? — No. 

9889. Did they fire any shots? — They fired a 
shot in the street. 

9890. Were your wife and children frightened? 
— They were frightened. 

9891. Had you ever been annoyed or insulted 
in that way before ? — Never. 

9892. You lived quietly and peaceably till 
then ? — Always. 

9893. "Was there great alarm iu that neigh- 

E E bourhood 



J/. KeiDig. 
4.4-prili870. 



J.Kegan. 
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J.Kegan. bourliood in coiisetjuence of the way these 

fellows were going ou? — No more than what we 

4 Aprili 870 . bear here. 

6894. Then you voted according to your 
wish ?— Exactly. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exhain. 

9895. You came in aud voted ou the morning 
of the ^oll ? — Yes. 



9896. How did you come in? — On my neigh- 
bour’s car, Mike Brady’s. 

9897. Two or three together ? — Yes. 

9898. And you came in quite quietly? — 
Yes. 

9899. In the evening did you return ? — 
Yes. 

9900. No one molested you?— No one at all. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Kev. Patrick O’Eeilly, sworn ; Examined by Mr. McLau^Man. 



Bev. 9901. Where are you stationed ? — In 
P. O'Seilhj. Avdagh. 

— — 9902. Mr. Justice Fitz(ferald.'\ Are you the 

parish priest? — No, curate. 

9903. !Mr. 3IcLaunhlan.'] Who ia the paiisli 
priest? — Dean Earrell. 

9904. The parish of Ardagli is the parish from 
which the Boyces were? — Yes. 

9905. Did you receive any money from Mr. 
Bcynolcls ? — Yes. 

9906. For the purposes of a protective or- 
ganisation there ? — Yes. 

9907. IIow much did you receive? — I re- 
ceived it at different times ; 10/., I tliink, on the 
loth December, and I got two cheques after- 
wards for 10 h each. I received besides 12/. 
and 15/. 

9908. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] How much 
did you get altogether ? — I think about 57 1. 

9909. Mr. McLaugklan.] Did you, of your 
own knowledge, know of the alarai and cou- 
Bternation tliat prevailed in the neighbour- 
hood? — I did. Some of the electors told me 
they would not come to the 2 >oIl if they were not 
protected by the priests. 

9910. In your opinion, was it necessary to 
afford them some means of protection by getting 
up a protective mob?— I think in the end it was 
not so necessary, but it would have been if 
we had not taken tlie steps we did. I thought 
so. 

9911. How did you expend that money? — I 
. gave it to non-electors. 

9912. Were tlioso the people who were 
eng^cd in attending the meetings, and pro- 
tecting the voters, and all that ? — "^s. 

9913. I believe there was a large incursion of 
people from the surrounding distiicts ; of the 
Martin party? — Yes, there were some strangers 
coming to Edgwortbstown, and that gave the 
non-electors the most trouble ; they used to 
have to go there twice a week from the 16th 
December till the day of the polling. 

9914. Your mob had to go there twice a 
week ? — I did not call them a mob. 

9915. The Gteville people had to go there 
twice a week ? — Yes. 

9916. Were the Greville people from the 
county Longford ? — I believe they were. 

9917. What rank: in life were they? — Fanners 
sons and labourers. 

9918. But not voters ? — ^No, except they hap- 
pened to be there to market. 

9919. In the expenditure of this money did 

you pay any of it to voters ?— No. 

9920. Did you in any way use this money, or 
any portion of it, for the purpose of corruptly 
innuencing the votes of anyone ? — I did not. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Exkam. 

9921. On the loth December you got the 1st 
10/. ? — I think so. 

9922. Had you expended any of it up to 
that time? — t expended nearly 3/. before I 
got any. 

9923. Whom did you give it to? — Non- 
electors. 

9924. Did you give it in small sums, or alto- 
gether ? — I gave, I suppose, neaidy 21. \ 10s. 
each to different persons, and 5 s. 

9925. Where was that ? — In this town ; in 
Longford. 

9926. W’hat day did you give that money in 
Longford ? — I think the day tiiat Murtagli with- 
drew. 

9927. Was that the first money you spent? — 
That was the first. It was my own. 

9928. How much did you spend that day 
entirely ? — About 2/. 

9929. When did you begin to spend more? — 
The fair day at Edgwoi-tlistown. 

9930. "What day was tliat? — I tliink the 15th 
December. I am not quite certain. 

9931. Did you get tlie money doivn before 
the fair day ? — On the fair morning. 

9932. Was there to be any meeting that day 
of the Martinite party ? — I heard there was 
to be. 

9933. Was there? — No, tliey did not appear 
that day ; the other pai-ty was too strong, the 
Greville’^arty . 

9934. Who aiTanged the getting in a Greville 
party that day ? — They went of themselves ; I 
do not know who arranged it. 

9935. You went also? — I did. 

9936. What did you go in for? — To prevent 
any obnoxious persons from interfering j to send 
them home if they were doing anything contrary 
to the public order. 

9937. What do you mean by the public order? 
— I meant rioting. 

9938. If any of your people were quarrelling ? 
— Yes. 

9939. With, whom? — With the Greville 
party. 

9940. If any persons were quarrelling with 
the Greville party from your district, to send 
them home ? — Yes. 

9941 . Any of your parishioners, do you mean ? 
— If there was any persons among them I would 
send them home. 

9942. That is if any one of your parishioners 
was helping at the Maatin meeting ? — Not help- 
ing. 

9943. What else? — Rioting, or quarrelling, or 
opposing themselves to the order of the place, or 
insulting the people of Edgwortbstown. 

9944. Do 
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9944. Do you mean if any of your parisliioners 
were siding with the Martinites, is that itV— No, 
more than that, breaking the peace. 

9945. By attacking whom ? — By insulting 
priests or decent people. 

9946. Is it decent jjeople from Longford in 
faTOUr of Greville ; is that what you mean? — I 
mean that answer. 

9947. That is if any of your jjariahioners were 
going to insult tlie priests or to insult respect- 
able people of your parish who were going for 
Greville, you went there to stop them and send 
them home? — To advise them to go home. 

•• 9948. Did you get directions on tliat subject ? 
— I do not remember that 1 did. 

9949. "Who told you to go to the meeting? — I 
heard there were two or three in the parish that 
were. 

9950. Nor llartin, is it? — Well, I did. 

9951. Did you hear there were two or three 
for ilartiu going to Edgworthsto\vn tliat day to 
have a meeting ? — No, I did not hear that ; they 
were in there before on Sunday. 

9952. Speaking for Martin ? — I think they did 
more than that. I heard it reported they did 
more than speak. 

9953. AVliat else? — Push the people about. 

9954. Three or four people oi your parish ? — 
They assisted strangers from other places. 

9955. On the Sunday? — Yes. 

9956. You kuew there was to be a fair at 
Edgwortlistown on tills day? — I did. 

9957. And you went there to m.ake those 
people not interfere, is that it? — Yes, if I saw 
them, to advise them not to interfere. 

9958. How many were there of your party in 
Edgwovthstown that day? — I suppose 200, or 
over that. 

9959. Oh, was not there 1,000?— I do not 
think there was. 

9960. Were there 500 of the Greville party 
there ? — There might be, but not of our j>a- 
rishioaers. 

9961. Over 200 of those ? — I think so. 

9962. Would there be anj-^ voters amongst 
them ? — Voters on their business. 

9963. How many of the Greville party were 
there altogether at Edgwovthstown that day ? — 
I cannot tell. 

9964. About how many? — I suppose collected 
together about 400. 

9965. Altogether?— Yes, as far as I can guess. 

9966. Did your people hold a meeting that 
day ? — I did not see any meeting, no more than 
that they were in the town. 

9967. What were they doing; cheering for 
Greville? — Walking up 'and down. Some did 
cheer. 

9968. For Greville? — I think so. 

9969. And none of the electors showed that 
day in the town ?— Not that I saw. 

9970. How much did you distribute among 
vour party that day ? — I gave 1 1. to one man 
that day, 

9971. Was he one of your head men? — I had 
no head men. 

9972. Why did you give him 1 ?. ? — He came 
to me the evening before and said he was at ex- 
penses. 

9973. For what; did he say? — Collecting 
persons and bringing them together. 

9974. For what purpose ' — To prevent the 
strangers from giving annoyance in Edgworths- 
town. 

•178. 



9975. And you gave him 1 Z. ? — I did. Rev. 

9976. Mr. Justice ritzgeTald."] Do you mean P. O'Reillg 

by “strangers,” people coming from other 

counties, from districts outside this county? — 4 April 1^70. 

9977. ilr. Er/iaw.] Did you hear there wa.s n, 
soul in Edgwortlistown on the previous Sunday 
except from this coimty ? — I do not luiow about 
the previous Sunday. 

9978. Up to that first meeting in Edgworths- 
towu did you hear there was a single soul of the 
Martin Jiarty there from any other part of this 
county, except the county Longford? — Before 
the fair day ? 

9979. Y’es ? — I did. 

9980. When?— I cannot exactly tell the date. 

9981. Did you hear that any one spoke? — I 
heard they attempted to speak. 

9982. On the previous Sunday? — Some Sun- 
day before. 

9983. Before the ISth 1 — Before the fair day 
at Edgworthstown. 

9984. Did you hear they were prevented ? — I 
heard one party say they were prevented, and 
another party .i.ay they were not, 

9985. You heard some of your own people say 
they were prevented ? — I did, aud I heard some 
say they spoke. 

9986i Did you hear who it was that spoke ? — 

I think T heard it was Mr. Sullivan. 

9987. Besides the 1 1. you gave that man, who 
else did you give money to that first day ? — To a 
few others. 

9988. — Did you give it in pounds or what? — 

No, in shillings. 

9989. Did you give auv large sum except that 
W.?— No. 

9990. When did you get the next sum of 
money ? — I think about a week afterwards. 

9991. That was the next fair day ? — No. 

9992. What was the next for ?— To give non- 
electors that used to come here on Saturdays. 

9993. Wliere ?— Longford. 

9994. Every Satui-day? — They were in before, 
on Saturday, a number of tliem. 

9995. What were they doing? — I do not 
know. 

9996. Who told you to give it to them ? — 

Father Reynolds wrote to me to give them 
some. 

9997. Did he write you to send in the people 
from voui' parish? — He did not. 

9998. He wrote you that there had been per- 
sons in from your parish ou the Saturday ? — 

Yes. 

9999. How much did you get for that pur- 
pose? — £.10. 

10000. How did you divide that ? — Shillings 
and half-crowns to the poorest that came to my 
house for it. 

10001. Y'ou did not know whether they were 
in or not ? — I was not t^uite certain ; they told 
me they were. 

10002. Were they all good strong young men? 

— Not all ; some were weak and infirm old men. 

10003. That were not in at all ? — They might 
not for all I know. 

10004. Did you give any large sums that day ? 

— I did not. 

10005. When did you get the next sum? — I 
do not know the exact day ; I got some on the 
day of the nomination. 

10006. Were you in at the nomination? — I 



was. 
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10007. How 
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10007, How much did you distribute that day? 
— I tliink about 12 1. 

10008. Did you give that in town here ? — I 
brought them outside tlie town. 

10009. Did you distribute it all in money?— 
Yes. 

10010. In shillinga, or half-crowns, or what? 
— In shillings, and half-crowns, and 5 s. to some. 

10011. Did you give any larger sums? — Not 
that I remember that day. 

10012. From fii-st to last is 1 the largest sum 
you gave to any one person ?— It is. 

10013. Did you give many pounds ?-^I gave 
one day, I think, 7 I to seven to divide amongst 
20. 

10014. Each man to divide? — Each man 
divided I 1. among 20, 19 and himself. 

10015. Where were the rest of the party? — 
They were all present. 

10016. Did you give any orders for drink? — 
I gave no written orders. 

10017. Did you give verbal orders ? — Yes. 

10018. How many? — Three times. 

10019. Where was that ? — Barclay Quinn’s, in 
Ardagh. 

10020. Was that on the same day you were dis- 
tributing the money ? — Tlie clay of the nomina- 
tion and the day of the polling. 

10021. Was that in the morning? — The morn- 
ing and evening of the nomination. 

10022. What was the amount of the order that 
(lay ? — I told Barclay Quinn to give them a glass 
each. 

10023. Both morning and evening? — Yes. 

10024. When did you tell hin\ that? — I told 
him the evening before, as well as I remember. 

10025. To anj'one that came in or to non- 
clectoi'8? — To the non-electors; I ordered him 
to give none to the electors. 

10026. I supjiose you were told to give those 
directions ; to be sure to give imne to any of the 
electors? — I heard that would be unlawful. 

10027. Of coui'se you were not there in the 
morning at Quinn’s? — I was there before tliey 
left; I did not stop there. 

10028. And you did not stop in tlie evening? 
— No, I did not go near them in tlie evening. 

10029. How much did you pay Quinn for 
those orders ? — I did not pay them. 

10030. How much is the bill? — I do not 
know exactly. 

10031. Have you no idea at all? — £. 7. or 8?. 

10032. How many were there in tire crowd; 
did not you see them going in ? — Yes, but I could 
not say the exact number. 

10033. Two hundred? — I think so. 

10034. Three hundred? — I think not. 

10035. Then, between 200 and 300 ; good 
stout yoin^ men ? — Many. 

10036. i5id you bring in any infirm and weak 
old men with them ? — Some. 

10037. And were they included in the glasses 
of whisky ? — Yes, they were. 

10038. The polling-day ; did you give an order 
the evenino; before for that also? — I did. 

10039. How much ? — A glass to each of the 
non-electoi-8. 

10040. Morning and evening? — No, none in 
the evening. I did not know they were coming 
at all when I went up the town. I did not know 
they were coming that morning. 

10041. And you were surprised to see them? 
— Not a bit, because I knew they were anxious 
to go. 



10042. They were anxious to get a glass of 
whisky, and you gave it to them ? — They got 
that. 

10043. Did any of them get a second ? — I did 
not order it for them. 

10044. Did you sec them taking it?— I did 
not. 

10045. You have not paid for tliat yet? — No. 

10046. Did be ever send you in a bill for 
either? — He did not. 

10047. Then, in moneys you have expended 
57 1., besides these orders? — I think so. 

10048. Tell me what you sent people into 
Edgwortlistown for on tliose occasions ; was it 
not to support Greville’s cause ? — ^I suppose it 
was. 

10049. Have you any doubt of it? — I suppose 
it was. 

10050. Really was not that your object? — 
Tliere was another object, to preserve the peace, 
that some decent people should not be insulted. 

10051. "Was it your object to prevent Martin’s 
party from being heard ? — No, it was not. 

10052. What else was it?— What I told you, 
just exactly to prevent some decent people being 
insulted by persons coming in on cars from other 
quarters. 

10053. Was not the whole object of it to get 
Mr. Greville popular ? — I think he was pretty 
popular in Edgwortlistown. 

10054. Did not you wish to keep that little 
feeling up ? — I do not Icnow what I wished at tlie 
time ; I thought it was my duty to go tliere. 

10055. To give lihn a band in that way? — J 
had notliii^ against him. 

10056. Were you at the meeting of the Roman 
Catholic clergy in Longford ? — It was nearly 
over when I was there. 

10057, But you knew it was arranged you 
should all support him ? — I believed it was my 
duty to support him, and for all to support him. 

10058. And you thought you would carry out 
that duty in every way mat was right ? — Every 
way that was lawful. 

10059. And one way you thought lawful was 
giving protection to the non-electora ? — I did not 
give a great deal. 

10060. But still you thought that was lawful ? 
—I did. 

10061. You thought that would help him? — 1 
thought it would give liberty of election to the 
people. 

10062. And would help him? — I knew the 
people of Ardagh were inclined to vote for him, 
and some of them spoke to me and said they 
would not go in except they were protected by 
the priests. I adopted those means then. 

10063. Mr. Justice FitzgeraldJ\ As a matter 
of fact, do you know whether parties of strangers 
not belonging to the county were introduced 
into Ardagh and Edgworthstown? — Not into 
Ardagh. 

10064. Edgworthstown? — I heard they were. 

10065. Do you know it of your own know- 
ledge? — h'o; I was not there sooner than the 
fair day. 

Mr. Exham asked permission to put 
another question. 

10066. Mr. Exham.'j On the day you speak of 
was there any person m Edgworthstown excepts 
ing speakers ? — I did not see speakers at all, 
except the last day I was there. 

10067. Mr. 
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10U67. Mv. Justice Fitzgerald.'] What was 
that clay ? — The Sunday before tlic poll. 

10068. That was the last Sunday in Decem- 
ber y — I think 80 . 

10069. Did you on that day hear speakers at 
Ediiwortlistown ? — I saw them. 

10070. Who were they ? — I think there was 
JIi*. Sullivan, and I hearcl Mr. Lynch. 

10071. Which of the Mr. Sullivans? — I do 



not know. They were inside a window, after 
being in Granard. I think I saw him there. 

10072. Upon that day in Granard, or iu Edg- 
worthstown, did you yourself see any persons 
whom you knew to be strangers to the county? 
— No, not in the way of a mob. 

[The "Witness withdrew. 



Eev. John M'Grath, aw'orn; Examined by Mr. Seijeant Armstrong. 



10073. Are you a Curate? — A Curate. 

10074. Of what parish ? — Druiumard. 

10075. What districtis that ? — On the confines 
of Leitrim and Cavan. 

10076. Did you get any money for the purpose 
of employing non-electors? — Yes. 

10077. From whom? — Father Eeynolds. 

10078. About howmuch?— First w'as a cheque 
for 20 7.,ne.xt 25/. and 15/. 

10079. Is that all? — That is all. 

10080. Now did you apply tliat; for the pur- 
pose for which you got it? — Tea. 

10081. And what was that ? — For non-voters. 
I got no regular instructions at all. 

10082. But did you, as a matter of fact, pay 
any man for his vote ? — Ko. 

10083. Or give anything to any voter? — No. 

10084. Did you consider, from your knowledge 
of the county, that the protection and aid of the 
non-electors was necessary in order to protect the 
men that were going to vote for Greville ? — Yes. 

10085. And did you spend that money in re- 
freshments for those non-electors ? — I did. 

10086. Did you think itw’as essentially neces- 
sary for the freedom of the election they should 
be organised in that way? — My people told me 
they would not come if their sons did not come in 
with them. I knew they could not by possibility 
come. 

10087. Owing to what? — Owing to the reports 
that were currently circulated of the mobs that 
were to meet them here and on the w’ay. 

10088. And these voters believed in the truth 
of those reports and were alamred ? — On the day 
of the polling I myself had made up my mind not 
to allow them to come if the escort bad not come. 

10089. "Ton mean the assistance of the non- 
electors? — We liad a double escort on that 
occasion ; we had an escort of police who were 
sent out. 

10090. And the escort of the county people 
as well ; the non-electors ? — Yes. 

10091. And do you believe that both was 
necessary ? — I did believe until I came into 
Longford that protection was necessary, but I 
found then, in my opinion, in Longford at least, 
they were not necessary. 

10092. Did you get into Longford the direct 
.^ay ? — I came in direct with the escort on the 
morning of the polling. On the day of the 
nomination I came on directly from my pariah to 
the “ Cross Keys ” here above, and when I had 
come here I found a number of men bleeding on 
the road after they had been backing from the 
neighbouring parish. I was told they had been 
charged from Mr. Murtagh’s yard, and had had 
stones thrown at them, and they retreated. I 
saw they were all cut, and I came in here to 
Father Duffy to know what I was to do with ray 
people. My men were coming on the road after 



me; and there was something about 300 or 400 
people blocked out of the town completely by 
the Martin mob that was on the bridge here and 
in Mr. Murtagh’s yard. I came in to consult 
what I would do with these people who were to 
come on. I came with them, as I thought it was 
my duty to come with the people of my parish, 
to see that nothing wrong would happen to them. 
I came in here and I grew veiy uneasy, for I 
know very well if the young men who came to 
me went home to the mountains and reported 
they were blocked out here, and that there was 
a bad state of things, no voters would under- 
take to come into register their votesfor Greville 
or anybody. I came in then, and I did contrive 
to get somebody to consult, but I found nobody. 
But I walked down and walked through Mr. 
ilurtagh’s mob, and I saw the stones on the road 
and the men in Mr. Murtagh’s yard. I saw the 
stones there, and I went on to the men who were 
anxious to come in. They said they would never 
return without forcing their way, and in order to 
avoid that on their part I toolc them round the 
Mullock-road, and introduced them to my friends 
in the town, and took them home a dlfierent way 
in the evening. Some of those men had to walk 
about 34 miles that day. 

10093. Did those men tlien, do you think, re- 
quire any refreshment? — Tliey did. I gave them 
no refreshment in Longford, and my motive was, 
as I brought them from the parish safe, I would 
take them home safe. 

Mr. Exham objected to the motive being 
stated. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald ruled it was ad- 
missible. 

10094. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] You say 
there was a mob of fellows in Mr. IMurtagh’s 
yard, and you saw stoues ; were they piled to- 
crether as if prepared for ammunition ? — I saw 
the stones covered with blood ; there had been 
an attack in the morning, and on my way I was 
told there were 500 Tipperary men in the even- 
ifliT before, and I said there ought to be just as 
good men in Longford as in Tipperary. Then I 
came on before them into Drumllsh, to join 
Father Duffy. We had a private arrangement 
of our own, because it was said 700 men of 
Leitrim were going to turn out against us. I 
met the Leitrim party in Drumlish. I walked 
at their head to an open house, Mr. McDonuell’a 
house. I quietly put the party into McDonnell’s 
until I got my party past ; and then I heard 
them distinctly cry out to take the names of _my 
men, as if putting them down for a future beating 
for coming with me at all. 

10095. Did you spend a:^ portion of the 
money in bribing ia favour of Greville ? — I never 
eave a penny in my life to bribe. 

ee 2 Or 
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1009(5. Or ill any ivny to corrupt? — I would 
not corrupt any man’d vote ; I would let him 
hnve pei’l’cct i'reedoni. 

Cro:<.¥-examined hy Mr. Exham. 

10097. Do you mean to say the Leitrim party 
you met at Drumlish were the Iilnrtin party ? — 
Certainly. 

10098. And you put tlicni into McDonnell’s 
jaril ? — At least they in, wlietlier from 

fear of my party or not; but 1 certainly went 
between the two parties to save a row. 

10099. How many were there in the party ? — 
It was not a i-ery large party. 

10100. And yon are not quite sure that it was 
from fear of your party they went in or not? — 

I am quite sm-e it was not from fear of me. 

10101. But of yonr party? — I do believe 
that. 

10102. And they went quietly into the yard? 
— Some of them went into the .yard, for all I 
know: but I wa.s determined they should not 
come into contact Avitli each other at all. 

10103. How did you prevent it? — I stood be- 
tween them myself. 

10104. And" tliey went into McDonuell’a? — 
Yes. McDonnell came out and spoke to me, 
and said I c.ame to insult him there. I said I 
did no such thing. My peojilc lay quiet tlic 
whole time of the election. I had iiothiug to do 
w'ith it, except on the day of nomination and the 
(lay of polling. Of course every priest should 
take an interest in both sides, and 1 took just as 
much interest in one side as the other. I gave 
instructions to ray people not to interfere with 
anybody; and it was my busino.-^a to see there 
was no collision between them. 

lOlOd. Sure you are not in earnest in saying 
you took as much interest in one side as in the 
other? — As much interest in the protection of 
the lives of both parties. 

10106. And you adnsed these Leitrim men to 
go into McDonnell’s? — I did. 

10107. And there was no collision? — Except 
a few were standing with myself, and they knew 
they would not be beaten while I was standing 
there. 

10108. By whom ? — Not by the men that 
were coming tliere w'itli me. 

10109. In fact, would not you have licked 
•them all to pieces if you liked; were they 10 
to one ? — If they interfered with ray party, of 
course they would have destroyed the place. If 
they had commenced to throw stones at my party, 
as theii’ friends in the morning tlirew stones at 
the Drumlish men, my people are very excit- 
able, and certainly there would have been lives 
lost. 

10110. And have you any doubt your people 
would have settled them ? — Not the slightest. 

lOlll. How many had you in that pai-fcy 
bringing in to the nomination? — Between 200 
and 300, perhaps 300. 

10112. lYere they plentifully supplied with 
sticks ? — Every one. 

10113. Did they get -whisky before starting in 
the morning ? — They did. 

101 14. Sow much I — I do not know. 

1011 . 5 . lYhere did they get it? — In a public- 
house. 

10116. Whose? — Mulligan’s. 



10117. \Ybo gave him the order for it? — I 
did. 

10118. When?— That morning. 

10119. Was that the reudezvnua? — Yes; you 
may call it what you please. 

10120. Had you ordered them to meet you 
there? — No Yes, they did meet there. 

10121. Did you give any orders that you -were 
to be met at anj' place tJiat morning? — They 
knew it themselves. 

10522. How ?— They were determined to come 
in. I am sure they would liave come in, even 
tiiough I remained at home. A number of my 
young men would come in and joiu their brethren 
in L^rngford. 

10123. They hud the best of it? — I do not 
care what construction you put on it. 

10124. But from Avhat they said, were they 
determined to come iu to see that Greville was 
all right? — They were determinecl to come in ; I 
cannot interpret their motives. 

10125. What were they coming in for? — 
What was everybody else coming in for? It 
was partly their curiosity, aud ]5artly to see that 
country was clear before them ; because the 
Longford election would altogether have de- 
pended on the impressloL made here on the nomi- 
nation day. It was perfectly understood amongst 
luy pco])lc that the election would be more or 
less decided on tlie nomination day ; and if tliere 
were Tipperary men and Leitrim men liere on 
that day, and the mob was so large in favour 
of Martin, they sliould remain at home. 

10126. Then you wanted to have a demon- 
stration iu favour of Greville that day ? — I did 
not. 

10127. You did not? — I did not care more 
tlian any ordinarj' person. 

10128, Wlmt did you bring the people in for? 
— They came themselves. 

10129. To make a deinonstv.ation in favour of 
Greville? — I cannot exactly say. 

10130. Did you tell me the election would be 
very much determined by that day ; do you not 
know the motive ? — 1 can say, witliout ciualifiea- 
tioii, 1 never jnit myself the question at all, but 
if you will insist on it I will agree to it ; a man 
may have many motives. 

10131. What I want to know is this ; did you 
not say just now the election wa.s to be virtually 
decided by the nomination day ? — I said it was 
the idea with many of my peoi>le that the demon- 
stration to be made iu Longford would decide it, 
and that if a Martin’s mob of Tipperary men and 
Leitrim men came in, and the Greville par^ 
were beaten out of Longford, they would remain 
at home. 

10132. Hoiv was it that the Greville party 
came in to have a demonstration in force greater 
than the Martin party ? — 'they would be able 
themselves to form a demonstration, aud the 
united party coming in did actually form a de- 
monstration. 

10133. Then was it arranged there should be 
a united force coming in and meeting in Long- 
ford that day ? — I am not aware of it. 

10134. Did you get directions tliat you were 
to send your people ? — It was perfectly optional, 
because the distance is too far, and a number of 
my people said they would come, and I said I 
would come with them. 

10135. You said you and Mr. Duffy arranged 
you would bring in your people ; when was that 
arrangement 
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arrangement come to ? — Two or three days before 
the nomination day. 

10136. Did you give anything else that day to 
the party? You gave them whisky before they 
started ; wliat else did they get through the day ? 
— Nothing. 

10137. No money, or anything else? — A few 
poor labourers that happened to come in, that I 
met that night in the dead hour of the night, 
asked for money. They said money would be 
necessary for them, as they were not earning 
their daily wages, and I gave them some money, 
sundry sums, a few shillings. 

1013S. ITow much did you distribute in money 
that day ? — Perh.aps a pound or two. 

10lo’9. Or more? — 1 think not. 

10140. How much did you give in drink that 
day ? — I furnished the whole amount of drink I 
mentioned in the house during the entire time, 
about 2H.\ I cannot tell exactly. 

10141. IVas that all for the drink on the Mon- 
d.ay, or how many days? — Three days. 

10142. IVhat were the three; the nomination 
day ? — Yes, and the day that Meaney and his 
friends came. 

10143. What d.iy was that? — New Year’s 
Day, 1 suspect ; I think so ; St. Stephen’s 
Day. 

10144. Did you know there was to be a meet- 
ing here tliat day ? — I did ; I had heard it. 

1014o. And did not you go that day? — I 
did. 

10146. Did you take your people with you 
that day? — I took them back before they went 
there ; I went a portion of the way ; I did not 
go there. 

10147. Did you give them drink that day ? — 
Certaiuly I did. 

10148. Before you went ? — And after ; both. 

10149. What were you taking them in that 
day for; into Edgwortlistown ?— I did not take 
them to Edgworthstowu. 

10150. But you were going there ? — No, 
Ballinamuck. 

10151. What for? — The motives were two- 
fold; a motive of curiosity, and another motive. 
It was rumoured and asserted that there were 
500 or 600 men coming from Leitrim and Moran. 
They actually did come, and I went over there 
for the purpose of counteracting the intimidation 
that would be exercised by the presence of that 
mob, but I actually did not go to the meeting. 

10152. But your intention was to go? — Cer- 
tainly. 

10153. How many had you with you that 
day ? — I could not tell, because all the young 
men of the entire parish were there ; there might 
have been 500; I think between 300 and 400, 
or 500. 

10154. Had they all good sticks ? — No, they 
had not that day ; some had, but as a general 
body they were not armed at all. 

10155. How much whisky did you give them 
that day ? — I think I gave them a glass of whisky 
each ; that was the order I gave. 

10156. Before they started in the morning? — 
Yes. 

10157. And how much in the evening? — A 
few gallons to those who had not got any in the 
morning. 

10158. Did you tell Mulligan to give them a 
few gallons ? — I wrote the order. 

10159. Whom did you give it to? — To one of 
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die lUiu-elcctors, fur those who had not liad any 
in the morniug; I paid that out of my own 
pocket; I had no money or in.'tructious with re- 
gard to the election at ti^ic time. 

10160. But you were repaid it ? — Of course. 

10161. The terms of the order were to give a 
few gallons of whisky ? — Ye^. 

10l62. And how many did he give that day ? 
— I do not know. 

10163. You were not particular ?—Tlie total 
amount of' the expenses, I told you, was 27 1. 

10164. But you do not know how many 
gallons on that particular order?— I think, as 
well as I remember, the order of die entire day 
was sometbing about 7 /. or S L 

10165. Wbat was the first dav you gave any- 
thing? — That was the first clay I gave anything. 
Listen, now, for one moment ; I must correct 
myself. On the d.ay that Mr. Muvt.igli with- 
drew the candidature of Martin, here iu the 
court, I was here present, and a young man 
came and represented himself as from my parish, 
with some 15 others, and he asked me for some- 
tliing. He said tliey were tired ; and the fact 
was he was not from my parish, though liis father 
does live iu (ho parish, and out of my own purse 
at the time I gave him 15s. 

10166. And that you will be repaid too?— 
Certainly. 

10167. You say his father lives in the parish ? 
— Yes- 

10168. Is he a farmer ? — Yes. 

10169. Is he a voter? — Ye.s, and his two 
brothers. This person was an agent of Mr. 
Murtngh’s ; he was an organiser. 

10170. And yet you gate him the money ? — 
I was not aware of it at the time, but even if I 
was I should have helped him if I met him in 
this town ; that was tlie fii-st I gave. 

10171. Did you give any between that and 
the day you said the meeting was at Bailina- 
muck? — No. 

10172. "When did you get the 60/. ? — I cannot 
fix the date; the cheque will fix the date, die 
cheque for 20 Z. ; I expended little ox- no money 
on the election ; my people were too far from 
the scene of action, and I was only too glad tliat 
we should have a quiet time of it. 

10173. I see there is 20 1. to you ou the 24th 
December? — Yes: I will account for all the 
money os we go on ; there is nothing against me 
there ; there is the cheque. 

10174. Who did you get the rest from? — 1 got 
a further sum from Father Reynolds ; IgotloZ. 
the day of the polling, in cash, and 25 /. and 30 Z. 
four days before that in cash. 

10175. The nomination day you bi-ought the 
parties in by Mr. Murtagh’s ; your people deter- 
mined to come into the town the latter end of 
it? — They would, if I had not pi-evented them. 

10176. They wanted to fight their way in? — 
Yes. 

10177. Then at last you got tlie Martin people 
all at the end of the towu ? — Y es. 

10178. And the other end of the town was 
held by the Grevilleite party ? — Yes; my object 
to get a junction between the parties without 
blood. 

10179. They would not go round, but they 
came up that way? — Y'es, but at last I insisted 
upon it. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

[The Court adjourned for a short time. 

E E 4 Upon 



Rev. 

J. AI‘Grath, 
4 Aprili 870 . 
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4A!<ril 1870. Upon re-assembling, 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong stated that he would give the names of the clergymen whose names 
had been mentioned in the coui-se of the case, and would tender them for cross-examiiiatiou. 



The Rev. Michael O’Reilly, sworn ; Cross-examined by Mr. 



10180. How much altogether did you get 
iU. 0 Reilly. Father Reynolds ? — I got three cheques for 

120/. Mr. Thomas Maxwell says that I got 
15/. at the meeting in Ballymahon for the pur- 
poses of this election ; that is not included in the 
120/. 

10181. Is that the entire? — £.9 on another 
occasion; I did not get it, my curate got it; I 
gave no order, except for t^vo pound’s worth of 
whisky, in Pat Nally’s house. 

10182. That was for the non-electors? — Yes. 

10183. Do you know the name of the man 
you gave it to ? — it was a verbal order. 

10184. What day was it ? — I canuot tell you, 

10185. How long before the election? — I 
should say about 10 or 12 days. 

10186. What time was it? — About 12 days 
before the election. 

10187. And the rest was between that and the 
day of the election ? — Yes. 

10188. Is Ballymahon your district? — Yes. 

10189. And you had the men in to poll that 
day ? — Yes. 

Re-examined by Mi*. Serjeant Armstroiig. 

10190. It was for non-electors that you gave 
this money ? — Yes, I gave strict dii-ections not to 
let a drop go to the electors. 



10191. Do you think that it was necessary for 
the peace of the conuty ? — There was a very 
powerful organised party from Westmeath to 
frustrate our efforts in this county. 

10192. You believe your counter-organisation 
to have been necessary? — I could not have 
brought in a voter. 

10193. Mr. 'E.vham.'\ Wliat is tlie largest 
amount you gave to any one man out of the 
120/.? — I gave very little at all; I gave it to 
my curate, and desired liim to distribute it. Tlie 
way it was done was this : there was a represen- 
tative man came from eacli townlaiid, and he 
said I have 10. I should let that man get a 
pound. 

10194. As each man told he got the money ? 
—Yes. 

10195. Those were the directions you gave 
your curate ? — Yes. 

10196. You were not always by when they 
were carried out? — No; on the polling day I 
was there. 

10197. On the other days were you there? — 
I can speak little or nothing of the other days. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Rev. Thomas Langley, sworn; Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 



jjgy 10198. What is your parish ? — Ballynalee. 

Langley. 10199. How mucli money did you get? — I 
. — got three cheques from Father Reynolds for 
10/., 20/., and 50/. 

10200. W'as tliat all the money you got? — I 
got other moneys besides, but they were not 
cliequea. 

10201. From whom ? — From James Rey- 
nolds. 

10202. How much money did you get? — I got 
notes ; about 40 /. as near as I can remember ; 
tbat is all. 

10203. When did you get the first of the 
cheques for 10 /. ? — I do not know the date ex- 
actly. 

10204. About the date? — Three weeks or a 
month before the election. 

10205. Wliat is the distinct of Ballynalee ?— 
The Granard distiict. 

10206. Who is the priest of the parish ? — I 
aai the curate of the parish. 

10207. Who is the priest? — Father Lee. 

10208. What was done with the first 10 /. ? — 
I gave it to the non-electors. 

i0209. Did you give any large sums? — No. 

10210. Nothing larger than a couple of shil- 
liags? — No; we gave it to the townland ; I said 
will you appoint a man in each townland, I will 
give you a pound, and I gave it to so many 
men. 

10211. At the rate of 2 s. or 1 5. 6 </. a man ? 
— Yes, or sometimes under thaU 



10212. And the 20 /., how about that? — It was 
in the same way distributed. 

10213. When was that? — At another meeting 
after that. 

10214. In Granard? — I am not sure where it 
was ; it was in Longford, I think. 

10215. What day was the 20/. distributed? — 
I think It was the nomination day, very likely, 
in Longford. 

10216. How many men did you bring in. that 
day ? — Between 250 and 300 non-electors. 

10217. Was it done in the same way? — 
Yes. 

10218. What was the largest sum you gave to 
any one man ; 2 /. or 3 /. ? — I tliiuk, tgking them 
in batches, 1 never gave more than a pound. 

10219. Now as to the 50/., when did you give 
that ? — On the polling day. 

10220. Where did you get it at; at Granard? 
— In my own lodgings. 

10221, Was it distributed on the polling clay 
at Granard ? — It was. 

10222. Do you mean amongst your own peo- 
ple ? — Yes. 

10223. Entirely and exclusively in your own 
parish ; was it to the non-electors ? — The 50 1. 
came between the day of the nomination and the 
day of the poll. 

10224. How did you distribute duiing those 
two days? — The non-electors got it; on two 
evenings before the poll they got the money. 

10225. From you? — Yes, between the two 
days 
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days aud the polling day the money went, and 
the day after the poll there was some money 
given out to nou-eleetoi-s. Upon the day of the 
i)oll in Granard, owing to tlie state of affaii-s, we 
had to distribute the money amongst the non- 
electors. 

1022S. Tile 40 1. that yon got in notes, where 
did you get it? — From Fatlier Eeyuolds- These 
moneys, the forty pound notes, did not come to 
me together. 

10227. It was at different times that you got 
them?--Yes, I got some from Father dames 
Eevnolda in Granard or here, I forget which ; 
this 40 1. at the two meetings ; I cannot remem- 
ber whether the meetings were in Granai-d or 
Longford. 

10228. Was it distributed in the same way ? 
— Y es. 

10229. Ail amongst the non-electors, and 
never- In larger sums than 1 1. ? — No ; I gave 1 /. 
to the representative men ; it was done in that 
way. 

10230. Did you give any orders for drink at 
all ? — Yes. 

10231. When first?— I do not exactly know 
the date. 

10232. How long before the election ? — I dare- 
say three weeks or a month. 

'10233. On how many public-houses did you 
give oi-ders ? — Three. 

10234. What arc their names? — IMcGrath, 
Finlay, and Keynolds. 

10235. How many orders did you give on the 
houses the first going oft’? — I gave an order 
upon Finlay’s between 6 1. and 7 I- 

1023«. Wlien was that given? — During the 
election. 

10237. How long before the election ? — Three 
weeks or a month. 

10238. Was it a written or a verbal order? — 
Verbal. 

10239. You swear that? — Yes. 

10240. What did you tell him to do; to give 
whisky? — Yes; I sent parties down specially to 
get him to treat them. 

10241. Did you tell Finlay that he was to 
give the parties yon sent down whisky ? — Yes. 

10242. Did you limit him as to the amount? — 
Yes, I limited him to 5 and he gave 6 1. 10s. 
worth. 

10243. What time was this meeting? — I think 
it occurred in this way; they were coming from 
the nomination in Longford 

10244. You say that the order was given three 
weeks before the election ? — Yea; the reason of 
his exceeding my order was that the people were 
coming from the nomination in Longford. 

10245. The first occasion when you limited 
the order to 5 upon what day was it? — I do 
not remember. 

10246. Who did you send down to get it? — I 
saw it sent. 

10247. Whom did you send?— The non-elec- 
tors ; I do not remember who they were. 

10248. Is that the only order you gave on 
Finlay’s ? — Yes. 

10249. Now as to the other two houses; when 
was that order given ? — During the election. 

10250. How long before the polling? — Dur- 
ing the election ; pi-ohably a month before the 
election ; all the times of the meetings I gave 
them. 

10251. Vliat were the orders, verbal or writ- 
ten? — I gave an order to McGrath of 3/. 10s. 
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10252. Was that for drink also? — Yes; be- 
cause some of these jiarties would not like to go 
to another house. Finlay’s parties would not 
like to go to McGrath's. 

10-253. Did you really only give tliat order to 
McGrath ?— Yes. 

10254. Now as to Keynolds’ orders? — I can- 
not saj’ what orders I gave. 

10255. When was it? — During the election; 
as long as the election was going on I gave 
orders; four or five weeks. 

10256. Did you give an order to Reynolds 
that he mitrht during the whole election give out 
whisky ?~'No, not in that way. 

10257. You say that you gave him an oi-der 
going over the whole election? — No, I gave an 
order In that way. 

10258. In what way ? — Parties coming in here 
to Longfoi-d to meetings, parties going to Granard 
to meetings, and these poor fellows stopping out 
in the lane, I would order a glass of whisky in 
tiie moi-ning before they went. 

10259. On how many occasions did yon ^ve 
orders to Reynolds?— At no time except these 
meetings, I tliink. 

10260. How much is Reynolds’s account? — I 
do not know ; it will be seen hereafter. 

10261. Did you get the account? — Yes. 

10262. Did you ever get the amount of it? — 
I do not exactf\' know what it is ; I did not get 
the amount of it from liiin. 

10263. Did he ever tell you how much it 
was — He did. 

10264. How much? — I think 100/. 

10265. £.100 was Henry Reynolds’ account 
for drink ? — Yes. 

10266. Did you get that account in writing 
from him to be furnished by you ? — It was men- 
tioned in Lougfowl when Father Reynolds gave 
him a cheque for his bill. 

10267. How much, 100/.?— Yes. 

10267*. We did not heai- of it? — 



Rev. 

T. Langley^ 
4 April 1870. 



Mr. Serjeant ArmstTnng.l Yes; he said 
that 103 /. was settled. 



10268. Mr. iiarAawi.] Was that for drink oi-- 
cleredbyyon? — Yes, during the election. Mr. 
Reynolds might have given an order on his own 
account too. 

10269. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald^ Was the 
100/. in addition to the 120/. you have expended 
yourself? — Yes; I do not say that I ordered all 
that, but there were orders given besides. Mr. 
Reynolds might have given other orders. 

10270. Mr. Exham.^ You were giving orders 
during the four weeks continuously? — Yes. 

10271. You always told him not to give it to 
the electors?— Yes. 

10272. Do you know of any otlier moneys or 
any other orders except what you have told us ? 
—No. 



Re-examined by Mr. Seijeant Armstrong. 

10273. You did not say that the 100/. you saw 
Father Reynolds give to Mi'. Reynolds was re- 
presented by the orders given by yourself exclu- 
sively?— No. 

10274. You know the state of the country? — 
Yes. . ^ 

10275. Did you bear of the organisation of 
the Mavtinite mobs ? — Yes; I was afraid tliere 
P E> would 
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Jlfiv. Y/ould be part of Tij)perary Imrled down the 
T, LungUy. country lo burn the houses, 

— 10276. And from your knowledge of the peo- 

4Aprili870. of the state of the country, and the 

statement of voters to you, did you believe that 
an cscoit of non-electors was necessary to secure 
freedom of election? — Yes. 

10277. And they would never have got to the 
poll without ? — No, we would never have got 



100 into Granard to poll except we had an 
escort. 

10278. You live in a part where there is a 

great thoroughfare between us and Granard? 

Yes. 

10279. There was a great number of people 
passing there between the nomination and the 
election ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



F-ATHEtl Peter Lee, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Serjeant AvnistTong. 



Father 
P. Lee. 



10280. Are you Father Lee, of Killashee? — 
Yes. 

Cross-examined by blr. Exham. 

10281. How much money did you get? — I got 
45/. 

10282. Was that all y.;u got? — Yes, that was 
all I got. 

10283. When did you get the first of it? — 
Upon the first or second meeting of the clergy 
at the college, 25 1. 

10284. Was that for Mr, Eeynolda ? — It was 
for Father Reynolds. 

10285. Was the 25/. in cash, or by bank 
cheque ? — Cash. 

10286. What did you get that for so early? — 
To bring in the non-electors on the morning of 
tlie nomination. 

10287. It was the month before that you got 
it?_Yes. 

10288. Did you keep that 25 1. and not spend 
it until the nominatioa ? — Not one penny of it. 

10289. When did you get the other 20/. ? — On 
the morning of the polling, in Ballynialion, fTOin 
Tom Maxwell. 

10290. The first you got was at the fii-st or 
second meeting at the college ? — Yes. 

10a91. Mr. Serjeant Armstrong^ Was tliat 
the day Martin was withdrawn ? — l^s. 

10292. Mr. Exham.'] You got tlie 25/. after 
the meeting was over, to bring the non-electors 
up on the nomination day ? — Yes. 

1029.3. I thought at that meeting it was an- 
nounced tliat Mr, Mai-tinwas withdrawn? — That 
was tl.e meeting at which he was auuouaced to 
be withdra^vn. 

10294. You got it after that? — Yes, I got 25/. 
from Tom Maxwell too, for the non-electors. 

10295. Did you give any order? — Yes, it 
amounted to I /. 12 «. 6 rf. 

10296. Whose was the public-house ? — Mr. 
McGann. 

10297. And you gave no other oixlers except 
that? — No. 

10298. You gave it to non-electors? — I gave 
it to non-electors. 

10299. What was the largest sum you gave ; 



did you get the representatives in? — Yes, and I 
gave an account of every haifpenii)' ; I gave 3 s. 
to each non-elector. 

10300. Did you send the non-electors into 
Longford ? — No, I had nothing at all to do with 
that portion of the parish. 

10301. It was the nomination day on which 
you gave it? — Yes, on the nomination day I 
gave it; when the non-electors came in. 

10302. You gave them 2s. 6rf. in Longford, 
and 3 s. Zd. in Ballyraahon ?— Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

10303. You were here tbe day Martin ivas 
mthdrawn ? — Y es. 

10304. And that day yon got 25 /. ? — Yes. 

10305. That was before Martin was withdrawn? 
—Yes. 

10306. Then he was withdva.'w'ii, and you gave 
over that money ? — Yes, 

10307. And he was soon in the field again and 
you gave it over ? — Yes. 

10308. Was any of this money spent upon elec- 
tors, or in bribing, or in anything improper ? — 
Not a sixpence. 

10309. From the state of the country, did you 
tlrink the appointment of non-electors necessary ? 
— Yes, indispensable. 

10310. Mr. Exham.'] You told me it was after 
the meeting was over? — I told you I could not 
recollect ; 1 say it was at the college. 

10311. I want to knoiv if you can recollect 
whether it was after the meeting was over or not 
that you got it ? — What meeting ? 

10312. Were you at the meeting at the court- 
house ? — Yes. 

10313. You came in to attend that meeting? 
—Yes. 

10314. Was it after that meeting that you got 
the money ? — I am not quite certain whether it 
was before or after ; I took no note whatever of 
tbe day I got it ; it vras cash I got. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



The Reverend Patrick Murray, sworn; Examined by Mr, Serjeant Armstrong. 



Rev. 1^15. Are you curate or parish priest?— I 
P. Murray, am Curate of Edgeworthstown. 

^ you were in Edgeworthstown 

Wednesday before the election; the last 
Wed^sday in December ?— I was there Tuesday 
and Wednesday. 

10317. Was there a great crowd of Martinites 



on the Wednesday previous to the election? — I 
think not. 

10318. Did you distribute some refreshments or 
small payments to non-electors ? — I think Father 
Lee made a mistake about the day. On Tuesday 
there was a large crowd. 

10319. Were there many strangers in it? — Yes. 

10320. From 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




TlilA!. OF THE I-ONfiFORD COUNTY ELECTInN PETrrU’N. 



227 



10320. From what districts ? — Some of tiiem 
from "VVestmeatlu 

1032 1. Do you consider tliat the employment 
of non-electors and tlieir assistants was necessary 
to have the election conducted with freedom and 
fairness to the electors ?— Yes, to the best of iny 
conviction it was absolutely necessary. 

10322. And you supplied some money to non- 
electors in the way of refreshment and remunera- 
tion? — Yes. 

10323. lYere you sti-uck yourself during the 
election? — I was not struck, but attacked. 

10324. Where? — In (jrauard. 

1032.5. Was the mob very violent? — It was at 
niglit, about 10 o’clock. There was not a mob at 
the time, but there were four or five parties who 
waited there for that purpose. 

10326. You consider that you were waylaid ? 
—Yes. 

10327. Were you accompanied by others ? — I 
was driving in a covered car with my servant and 
my driver. 

10323. Was the car stopped ? — They attempted 
to stop the car, and struck at tire driver for the 
purpose ol' knocking the reins out of his liaiid. It 
was on the left hand he was struck. 

10329. And he succeeded in getting away? — 
Yes, and he succeeded in getting away. The 
covered e.ar was broken. 

10330. You have heard of the violence ex- 
hibited in Cxranard and the otlier neighbourhoods? 
— Yes. 

10331. Do you concur in the representations 
that you have heard ? — Yes. 

10332. And the necessity of the non-electors 
being employed ? — Yes, I believe the voters could 
not go to poll onles.s they were there. 

103-33. Yon had nothing to do with bribery or 
corruption ? — No- 



Cross-examined by Ml’. Exham. 

10334. Howmuch money did you get entii-ely ? 
—£.145. 

1 0335. Who did you get it from ? — From 
Father Reynolds. 

10336. When did you get the first of it? — I 
may have got the first of it before the 12th of 
December. 

10337. How much did you get first? — £.50, 
but I do not think I expended any prenous to that 
date. 

10336. You do not remember anything pre- 
vious to that ?— No ; I expended some money out 
of that. 

10339. Did you get any other money except 
the 145 /. ? — No. 

10340. When did you make the first expendi- 
ture of the money on account of the election? — 
After the 5th of December. 

10341. Did you see a meeting in Edge- 
wovthstown on the oth? — Yes. 

10342. Did you see any persons there speak- 
ing in Mr. Mai-tin’s interest? — Yes, I saw a 
gentleanan speaking from a cai’. 

10343. Did you go up to that car ? — I did. I 
was turning from the chapel after the last mass, 
and I should of necessity pass by that crowd. 

10344. But you did not pass on? — I did not. 

10345. Had you a crowd with you? — No. 

10346. You were by yourself ? — Yes. 

10347. Did you know the people who were 
about listening to the speaker? — I knew some of 
them. 

178. 



10348. Were they parisliitmers of yours?-- Rev. 
Some of them were. P- Murray. 

10349. And voters amongst them ? — Yes. 

10350. Who were the people who were speak- 4Apnil87o. 
iug? — A portion of the congregation stopped tc 
hear the man who got upon the car. 

10351. Do you know who were the people ad- 
dressing the crowd 1 — I believe it was one of the 
Mr. Sullivans. 

10352. Was it that gentleman there {I'uintino 
to ti gentleman in Court')'! — i think it is. 

10353. Was he speaking to them quietly from 
the car ? — He was not speaking when I came up ; 
he had got off the car. 

10354. Was any one speaking? — I am not 
quite sure. 

10355. Did you rush up to where the car was? 

— I walked up to the car. 

10356. Did you call out anything? — Not till I 
got on the car. 

10357. Did you get on the car they were on? 

— Yes. 

10358. What did yon cry out? — I took oft' my 
hat and cheered. 

10359. For Mr. Greville? — No. 

10360. What did you call out? — I cheered to 
the people, to get up their spirit- 

10361. What did you say; did you see that 
gentleman there, Mr. Hanley? — I understana he 
was there. 

10362. Did you see him there ? — I do not 
know- 

10363. Do not you know now that he was one 
of them ? — Yes. 

10364. What did v’ou call out ? — I cheered. 

10365. Did you call out anything? — Yes, I 
did. 

10366. Did not you callout “Tear ’em down”? 

—No. 

10367. Did not you call out ” Down with the 
priest-huatere! ”?— Yes, I did call out “Down 
with the priest-hunters.!” 

10368. Did you call it out more than once? — 

Yes. 

10369. Foui’ or five times ? — Yes. 

10370. Did Mr. Hanley say anything to you, 
not to interrupt them, that they were doing 
nothing? — No. 

10371. Did you strike any one? — No, beyond 
this, that in waiving my hat over the heads of the 
men on the other side of the car, I touched lus 
hat. 

10372. Is that all? — That is all. 

10373. Do you mean to say that you did not 
touch Mr. Hanley? — I mean to say I touched 
his hat. 

10374. And that is all ? — Yes. 

10375. How long did you stay on the side of 
the car that Mr. Sullivan had been speaking 
from? — I stayed there until I addressed the 
people afterwards. 

10376. On their car?- — From the car there ; I 
do not know whose it was. 

10377. It was used as a platform? — Y'es. 

10378. Mr. Hanley was standing on the other 
side ? — He stood up or got up. 

10379. Was that after you touched him with 
your hat ? — I think I was on the car before Mr. 

Hanley got up. 

10380. Was not Mr. Hanley actually speakiug 
to the crowd when you came up ? — I am not sure 
whether it was Mr. Hanley or Mr. Sullivan? — 

I believe Sir. Hanley was on tlie car, now that I 
know it is Mr. Hanley. 

F F 2 10381. Was 
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10381. Was not lie actually standing upon one 
side of the car speaking, -when you got rip on the 
other side of the car? — Yes. 

10.382. Did not you instantly, when you got up 
on the car, waive you hat and say,'‘Tear down the 
priest-luinters!”? — No, I said, “ Down with the 
prie.«t-hunters ! ” 

10383. How often did you make use of that 
expression ? — Two or three times. 

10384. Did you insist on speaking to the 
crowd? — They were very glad to hear me speak. 

10385. Did anybody tell you that it ivas tlieir 
car, and that you had no rigfit to disturb them in 
speaking ? — No. 

10386. How loi^ did you continue speaking? 
— A short time ; X told them my opinion of the 
people who had come into the county to force 
a contest upon it, that they' were bad guides 
for them to follow ; that 1 did not admire the 
sort of patriotism diat they displayed, what 
they call patiiotism ; that I believed it was that 
kind of patriotism which had injured religion 
in foreign countides, and that I did not wish 
to see such patriotism pressed upon it; what 
is called patriotism ; I did not ivant such a course 
taken in the county of Longford. 

10387. "When you spoke of foreigii countries, 
what did you allude to ? — Italy and Spain. 

10388. Did you allude to Garibaldi? — I do 
not recollect ; of course I referred to tlie action 
of Garibaldi in Italy. 

10389. Did not you say so upon that occasion ? 
— Yes; that I believed the patriotism of the 
party who had come in to disturb the county, and 
force a contest upon the county of Longford, 
appeared to me to represent very much the 
coui'se taken hy parties in Italy and Spain. 

10390. Did not yorr mention Garibaldi at- 
tempting to hunt down the priests ? — I do not 
remember. 

10391. You said you recollected alluding to 
Gai-ibaldi ; did not you allude to Garibaldi hunt- 
ing down the priests in Italy ?• — I have told you 
what 1 believe I said. 

10392. Do you remember making use of Gari- 
baldi’s name ? — No, I do not. 

10393. Did you dlude to Fenians th.at day ? — 
No, I did not. 

10394. You did not?— No, I did not. 

10395. What was it you said about the parties 
in Italy and Spain ? — I have already told you 
that. 

10396. How long did you continue to speak 
upon that occasion ? — Not more than 10 minutes. 

10397. Did you tell the people that day that it 
was the duty of all of them to put a stop to these 
people coming in the county, and forcing on a 
contest against the priests? — That was my wish. 

10398. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald^ Tell us, as 
nearly as you can, what you said ? — I referred to 
what I have already said to the people, that any 
of them who were present would remember what 
I said with regard to this contest, and I might 
judge from the course of the parties coming there, 
and standing upon cai's at the public-house doors, 
and waylaying the congregation as they came 
from chapel, that they might judge from that, and 
from the fact that their parish priest was present 
advising the people to go home, and that these 
people paid not the smallest attention to his pre- 
sence, but continued to address the people, that 
I did not admire and did not think the policy of 
the party was good either for the country or for 
religion. That it might he called patriotism, but 



I believed it was the kind of patriotism that had 
robbed the Pope and disturbed Spain, and brought 
persecution upon the religious houses there. 
Tliat is the substance of what I said. 

10399. And you complained to the people that 
they stopped listening there notwithstanding the 
jmrisli priest had a^sed them not ? —I did not 
complain. 

10400. Had the voters been told before that 
meeting anything In your presence ? — What 
voters ? 

10401. The people in the congrcgatioii ? — Yes, 
tlie congregation had been told. 

10402. On the same day at mass? — Yes. 

10403. Had you been at the meeting of the 
clergy in Longford, when Mr. Greinlle was 
adopted ? — I was there during a portion of the 
time. 

10404. You knew he was adopted? — I did not 
know he was adopted at the time I left. 

10405. You heard it afterwards, before the 
Sunday? — I left under the conviction that he 
would be. 

10406. Who spoke to the congregation on that 
Sunday, before these gentlemen were speaking ; 
was it the parish priest ? — I believe he did speac. 

10407. Were you present? — I was not. 

10408. lYho is the imrish priest ? — Patlier 
Foi-ren. 

10409. How did you know that Father Farren 
had told the congregation not to listen ? — I did 
not say that. 

10410. You say he told the congregation about 
the contest? — I had a conversation -with him 
before mass. 

10411. Did be tell you be was going to speak 
to the people on the subject? — It was after mass 
he told me. 

10412. Did he teU you he had spoken to them ? 
— I do not recollect ; he merely addressed the 
people on that day, as he usually did, and he re- 
ferred to the contest. 

10413. Did he tell you that he spoke of the 
contest as being one against religion? — No. 

10414. What did you tell wie congregation 
before ? — I cannot remember. 

10415. Did you address them with reference 
to tiie election ? — Yes. 

10416. Was that at tlio time you were offi- 
ciating as a clergyman ? — Yes. 

10417. What did you say ? — I cannot remem- 
ber. 

10418. Did you tell them there was a contest 
against their priests, or anything to that effect ? — 
I suppose that was uppermost in my mind. 

10419. Did yon speak of what was uppermost 
in your mind ?— Yes, I did, in a cautious manner. 

10420. Tell the substance of it? — I cannot 
tell that. 

10421. Did you tell the people that yourself? — 
I cannot tell you the substance of it ; I cannot 
answer a (uiestion such as that. 

10422. Did you tell the people that they were 
parties coming to force on a contest against re- 
ligion. ? — That was uppennost in my mind at the 
time. 

10423. Did you tell them that ? — I cannot tell 
you the words I made use of. 

, 10424. I did not ask you tlie words you said ; 
you spoke to them about the coming contest ; 
did you tell them tliat the parties who were 
coming into the county were trying to raise a 
contest against relirion, or against the priest- 
hood?— I told them I thought it was a verv un- 
usual 
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usual or improper course of proceeiliag, audj I IU451. I did uot ask wlint you meant, but 

thought, one 01 considerable presumption. what you said; first tell me what you told the ■ ^ urr ay. 

10425. To come in and contest the county? — people when you say they were priest hunters? , 

Choush they had uo connection with tlie county. — I have told' you that. ^ ^ 



Though they had uo connection with tlie county. 
It was uot right tliat a person -who had uo interest 
in the county, knowing that there was a man se- 
lected who had been, iu former elections, the 
•choice of the county. 

10426. What else did you tell them ; did you 
tell them those pei-sons ? — I ha\-e told you as 
much as I can remember, 



10452. I talk of the second occasion? — I can- 
not tell all the occasions ; are you endeavorn'ing 
to put me through ail the occasions upon which 
I made reference to the election ; you put me to 
a very difiicult task. 

10453. From first to last, were you speaking 
.w - — . .w— w— ..w.. about the election? — Xot on every Sunday; 

10427. Did you say anything to the people generally, the people got some directions from 



about advising them not to listen ? — I gave tliem 
.advice to ^ home. 

10428. Did you advise them ? — Yes, I did. 

10429. And uot listen to anybody coming there 
to make a speech? — Yes; if they came there, 
not to mind them. 



me ns to the course of events passing in the 
county, because observations were addressed to 
them as to the course of events passing in the 
county. 

10454. In the course of these observations, 
did you call these parties priest hunters, and say 



10430. Did you tell them that these people they should be put a stop to ? — I cannot say that 

were trying to make a Avar against their priests ? I us4d those Avords. 

— I do not tliink I did upon that occasion. 

10431. Or a AV'ar against religion? — No. 



10432. Did you alfude to Italy or Spain upon 
that occasiou ? — Not in the church. 

10433. Upon any sul)sequent occasiou did you 
speak from the altar ? — Sometimes. 

10434. What was the next occasion on which 
you spoke ? — I should tliink the following Sun- 
day. 

10435. What did you say the following Sun- 



10455. Independently of the day of the meet- 
incr, when you said it on the car, did you say it 
in'the chapel V — Ido not think I said it in the 
chapel, except on one occasion. 

10456. I want the particulars of that occasion ? 
— I think it was after the election. 

10457. Are vou sure? — Yes. 

10458. Try 'and recollect? — I think it was, to 
the best of my opinion. 

10459. Were you at Edgewoitlistown the day 



day ; did you speak oi the party coming into the of the second meeting ? — Y’es. 
oounty ?— I suppose I did. ' 10460. Did you kuoty that there were any 

10436. Did you call them, or speak of them, 
ns being Garibaldians that day ? — 'Where ? 

10437. Anywhere ? — I did not call them Gari- 
baldians. 

10438. Did you call them Feuiaus?— hi o. not see ir. _ _ • n t *i. 

10439. Did you call them priest hunters? — No. 10463. as it a quiet meeting i s^av the 

10440 Did you o?ill them Orangemen ? — I do people groaning and endeavouring to prevent the 
not tliink I called them one or the other of those people speaking from the hotel window being 



parties coming to speak that day; it was the 12th 
of December? — Yes; I do not know it for certain. 
10461. Did you go to the meeting? — I did not. 
10462. Did you see it interfered with ? — T did 



names, in the waj'' you ask. 

10441. Did you make use of the Avoi*d “ Gari- 
baldi,” or “Garibaldians”? — I did. 

10442. Say what you said the next Sunday 
when you used that name ?— -I made use of that 
expression sometimes, but not iu the way you 
allude to. 

10443. In what way?— I said I believed the 
parties avIio were forcing on this contest vyere 
animated by something like a Gaiibaldian spirit ; 
1 told them something of that kind. 

10444. Did you tell them what that spirit 
^as ? — A Gaiibaldian spirit; all the people uuder- 
Btood it. 

10445. Was it that it was a spirit against the 
priests ?— Against religion. 

10446. Dul *you caution the people ag^aiust 
lavincr anvthinff to say to those parties?' — Yes, I 



heal’d. 

10464. You saiv no disturbance that day, as 
I understand ? — I do not say tliat. 

10465. Did you see any biterference with the 
meetinff of the Martinites ? — I saw people groan- 
ing and making a noise, and hooting the gentle- 
men AA-ho attempted to speak from out of the 
Aviudow of the hotel. 

10466. A^lio were the gentlemen who Avere 
speaking from the window ot the hotel ; were they 
in ilartiu’s interest ? — Yes. 

10467. Do vou know what party Avere groan- 
ing and hooting; were they your parishioners ? 
— -Yes, I saw the crowd. 

1046S. And you recognised amongst the crowd 
several of vour'parisliioners?— Yes. 

10469. Did you distribute anything on the day 
of the first meeting, when you Avere speaking on 
tlie car ? — Distribute what? 

10470. Any amount of money to the people ? 
—No. 

10471. When Avas the first time you gave any? 

more than 



having anything to say to those parties ?■■• 
did ; tTie tendency was to caution them. 

10447. And to caution them against identify- 
ing themselves in any way? — Yes; or being 

identified at all with them. _ tu i * •* 

10448. Did you, except upon the one occasion — up to the 1-tn i naci not giv 
YOU mention, say they were priest hunters ; re- 2 ?. 10 s. . n o 

collect now; did you say they were priest hunters 10472. \ou paid 14o 1. away m small sums, 
upon any other occasion except that first one ? — I have paid only 132 1. away ; I have not paid it 

Yes ; I think I did. all away. i , 

10449. Was not this what you said; tliat they ^10473. lou paid it away to non-eleotor» ?— 
were ti'ying to hunt down the priests of the Y'es. 

county, anTthat the people should put a stop to 10474. What was the Im’gest sum you gave to 

it? I do not know that I used those AVords. any one man? — I think about - 

10450. Tell me Avhat you did say when you 10475. Did you adopt the plan of ha-^ng re- 
called these people priest hunters again ?~What presentatiyes ? — Yes, I got the names of the non- 
I meint elector, from some of these persous. 
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10476. And you gave sums of mouty away ; 
did you give any aun'.s of 2 1. ? — Yes. 

10477. On more occasions than one ? — I think 
on two occasions. 

10478. That was the whole money you got, 
145 1. ? — Yes. 

10479. Did you give any orders for drink? — I 
did. 

10480. On how many houses?— Three or four 
houses. 

10481. I want their names? — One is Michael 
Farrell. 

10482. Could you tell me how much you gave 
ouFiirrell? — I cannot. 

1 0483. Did you never keep any account of it ? 
— No, I have not kept an account of those orders. 

10484. Have not you gone into the i)articulars? 

10485. Are they paid?— I have not paid them. 

10486. Did you ever hear from Farrell the 
amount of his bill, or anything else?~Yes, he 
sent his account. 

1U487. How much was it? — I do not know. 

10488. Have you it?— No. 

10489. What did you do with it? — I sent it to 
Father Reynolds. 

10490. How much was his account? — I think 
OA-er 20 but I cannot recollect- 

10491. His account was over 20 Z. ? — Yes. 

10492. When did you first order any drink of 
Farrell’s ? — I do not recollect, but it was proba^ 
bly not till about the 12th. 

10493. Are you sure it was not before the 
meeting in Longford when Mr. Mui-tagh with- 
drew ilr. Martin ; did you give any before that ? 
— No. 

10494. The 12th was the first date of Far- 
rell’s? — I do not know the date. 

10495. Were they written or verbal orders: — 
Some of them were written ; they were all 
written orders exce]>t on one occasion. 

10496. Did you stipulate the quantity in each 
order ? — Y es. 

10497. How many gallons of whisky was the 
most ?— Generally not more than half a gallon or 
one. 

10498. The ■^'erbal order, when was it given ? 
— It was given the same time. 

10499. And how- much was it? — A quart of 
whisky. 

10500. Which w'as the next public-house? — 
Duffy’s. 

10501. How many orders did you give on 
Duffy’s ? — I remember ordering a gallon and a 
half of whisky. 

10502. Is that all? — That was a verbal order. 

10503. How many written orders did you give 
him ? — I do not know whether I gave him any or 
not 

1 0504 . Did you get a bill from Duffy ? — Yes. 

10505. How much about? — I think about 5 1. 
or 6 ; 1 do not know the amount. 

10506. Did you send it to Mr. Reynolds? — 
Yes. 

10507. You did not pay tihat either ? — No. 

10508. Who is the next one ? — Flood. 

10509. How much was his order ; did you get 
the account from him ? — He sent an account 

10510. And you sent it on to Father Rey- 
nolds ?— Yes. 

10511. How much is it? — Ido not know ; I 
think about 16 ; I did not order it. 

10512. How much did you order? — I cannot 
remember. 



10513. But you gave orders on Flood? — I 
think some orders that I gave were supplied. 

10514. And you gave verbal oiio-s as well as 
written oues? — Yes. 

10515. Were they all wi-itteii ? — 1 do uot 
know that I gave any verbal ones. 

10516. Which is the fourth house? — I gave 
verbal orders on Mr. Rattigan. 

10517. How much for? — I ordered half agla^s 
of whisky f ur two or three hundred. })eople. 

10518. Did not you give awhole one? — I did 
not oi*dei‘ it. 

10519. Blit they got a whole one? — I dare 
say they did. 

10520. When was tliat? — That particular oc- 
casion was the day of nomination. 

10521. Did you give any otlier orders on Ratla- 
gan, except that particular one ? — Yes; I think 
I did. 

10522. What is Rattagan’s bill ; did he send 
in his account? — I do not know. 

10523. How much is it? — I do not knoAV how 
much it is. 

10524. You never asked him? — No. 

10525. Is it a large account ? — I do not know ; 
it may be ; I gave one on one occasion, and I gave 
a verbal one on another occasion. 

10526. The first verbal order was given be- 
tween 200 and 300 people? — Yes; I do not 
know whether that number went in ; there was 
that number going cm, but I do not know whether 
they all went in. 

10527. When was the other verbal order on 
Rattigan’s? — Previously to that I think. 

10528. Ho^v much did you order on that other 
verbal order? — I saw a number of people go in 
by the gates. 

10529. Was tliat into the yard belonging to 
him? — Yes. 

10530. Could you form an idea of how many 
were in tlie crowd ? — I let them in by the 
gate. 

10531. Can you say how many there were ? — 
I do not know. 

10532. Were there 200? — I do not know. 

10533. One hundred and fifty ? — There might 
have been 100 on that occasion. I dp not re- 
member on how many occasions I gave it. 1 believe 
that I gave it on more than one occasion. 

10534. Do you mean to say that you cannot 
tell on how many occasions you gave the verbal 
orders for whisky at Rattagan’s ? — I remember 
two occasions. 

10535. Did you give written orders on Ratta- 
gau ? — I do not recollect that I did. 

10536. Think? — I do not recollect. 

10537. Did you ever hear from Rattagan's if 
his account was 100 1. ? — I never did. 

10538. Nor from anybody? — No; it never was 
100 Z.; 1 never asked. 

10539. Has he never said a word about it? — 
No ; it cannot be a 100 Z. 

10540. On Sunday before the election, did you 
poll the voters in the chapel ? — No, I did not. 

10541. Was it done in your presence ? — No. 

10542. Were they told to hold up their hands ? 
— No ; to my knowledge there was never such a 
thing done. Mr. Hanley suggested that ques- 
tion, as if we were a different kind of people to 
what we are- 

Re-examiued by Mi\ Serjeant Armstrong. 

10543. When you touched that gentleman’s 
hat, was it involuntary and accidental, or did you 
intend 
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aDtead to assault hiiu ? — It was involuntary i I 
was naiviug my hand down; it was partly in- 
voluntarj' ; Tie was getting up on the car, aud 
some people were pulling him off the car, and in 
waiving my hand I hit his hat. 

10544. As to the priest-hunters, had you heai-d 
of tlie placard of which Father Reynolds has 
told us, descriliing the priests as a niouey-lumtiug 
unprincipled clique '1— I did hear the substance 
of it from the fact that I saw in the “Nation" 
newspaper the occurrence hailed with delight. 

10545. You regarded it from that?— Xes; 1 
believe we have some of these men identified 
with the election of Tipperary amongst us, and 
it was just as well to face tliat difficulty 
earnestly and well. 



10546. Was it faced conscientiously as well as 
earnestlv, without corruption 1 — Yea. 

10547. You say tliat you caimot tell ou how 
many occasions you gave treats to the non- 
electors; were the occasions confined to the 
necessity of the matters ; w’as it only when you 
found it necessary to give it? — Yes; only when 
the non-eleetoi-s were sent, expecting a raid to be 
made in the town, or when they went to prevent 
raids being made upon other towns. 

10548. Did you hear O’Donovan say that he 
was conducting tlie election for Rossa in Tiji- 
perary ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Michael Manaham, sworn ; Examined by Mr. Serjeant 



10549. What is your parish f — Killone. 

10550. I believe you were here on the 10th of 
December, the day Martin was withdrawn ?— 
Yes. 

10551. Did you give money to non-electors to 
get up the necessary organisation? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

10552. How much did you have ? — Two 
cheques, one for 60 Z. and the other for 10/.; .30/. 
of wluch I returned to Father Reynolds. 

10553. When did you get the first? — Besides 
that I was told to distribute cars ; 5 L the day of 
the withdrawal of Mr. Martin by Mr. Murtagh. 

10554. How did you get it? — I got 4/. from 
Mr. Maxwell to distribute in drink on that day. 

10555. "VVTien did you get the other money, the 
first of it ? — I caimot say. 

Iti556. How soon was it ? — I cannot say . 

10557. Was it before Christmas? — I cannot 
eav : it Is very likely it was. 

10558. What did you do with what you did 
expend? — A portion of it went iu money for the 
Bon-eiectors, and a portion in drink. 

10559. How much went in drink ?— I paid the 
sum myself; I suppose about 5 7. for di-iuk, and 
I gave orders for two sums of money to be spent 
at'!Mr. Faraell’s and Mr. Michael’s in this town ; 



the money was given to non-electora to pay 
for it. 

10560. The 5 /. you gave persons to spend w^ 
in whose house? — Upon Patrick Manalian’s, in 
Granard. 

10561. Did you limit him to 5 /. worth ot 
whisky ? — Yes. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgernld.'\ One of these 
gentlemen is a photograph of the other ; do 
you think it necessary to follow them all 
through in this way ? 

10562. Mr. Exham.'] Do you know that all 
the publicans are paid ?— Not to my knowledge. 
I gave a small order to Farrell of 2 and I be- 
lieve it is paid. 

10563. What is the largest sum you gave to 
any person in money ? — I cannot say what amount 
I gave. I gave between 2 7. and 3 7. to divide 
over the different juembers, and it was paid in 
1 s. and 1 s. 6d. each. 

10564. Did yon give an order in drink to 
some one man to divide amongst the lot ? — Yes, 
I gave the money to him. 

10565. And in this case you gave orders ?— I 
gave verbal orders ; if I gave written orders they 
would not be attended to. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Henry Reynolds, sworn; Examined by Mr. Seijeant Annslronj. 



10566. I believe you got some money, with 
directions to ^ply it to non-electors? — I got one 
cheque from Father Reynolds. _ , . o 

10567. Did you settle that account with him ? 
—Yes. 

10568. One hundred and three pounds nine 
sliillings and twopence ? — Yes. 

10569. Was that account fairly settled be- 
tween you aud him ? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

10570. M’hat was it for I~I got the cheque 
drawn in iiiy favour iu my name, but it was 
nominally to the Rev. !Mr. Langham, but he said 
that it might be drawn in my name to avoid his 
going to toe bank ; it %vas in his presence, and 
with his consent. 

10571. What was the account for ?— It was for 
expenses during the election. 
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10572. For what?— The non-electors. 

10573. Was it for drink? — 'For drink, I 
suppose. 

10574. Have you an account of the 103 7.? — 
It has been returned. 

10575. Do you know anything about the dis- 
tribution of the drink ?— I am well aware that 
there was a good deal of it. 

10576. Was it all for drink?— No. 

10577. How much was for drink ? — I believe 
about 22 7. of it was given to Mi-. Reynolds, and 
6 7. or 7 7. was given to a man of the name of 
Finlay, and 2 7. was given to a man named 
hPGrath, a publican, aud the rest was given to 
non-electors the days they were brought to Gra- 
nard and Edgeworthstown. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

E F 4 



Rev. 

P. Murray, 
+ .April 1870. 



M. 

Maucham. 



H. Reynold!. 
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Thomas Farkell, sworn j Examined by Mr. yexjcant Armstrowj. 



T. Farrell 10578. You are an elector of this county ?— 
Yes. 

4Aprili87o. 10570. And you %'otcd for Mr. Greville at the 
last election ? — Yes. 

10580. What part of the county do you live 
in ? — The pai’isli of Ardagh. 

10581. Did many people come to your house 
before the election? — Yes. 

10582. At night? — Yes. 

10583. Wlien yott were in bed? — YeA 

10584. Quiet and comfortable ? — Yes. 

10585. What did these fellows do or say? — 
They said nothing, but they came and attacked 
and broke every window in my iionse, and tlie 
door also in. 

10586. Did they fire a shot? — Yes; and 
wounded a dog. 

10587. Did they say anything at all? — They 
did not. 

10588. Were you ever attacked before at 
your house ? — No. 

10589. Wliat do ^ott think it was for ; had you 
voted for Mr. Greville’s fatlxer in his time ; did 
you always vote for Mr. Greville ? — Yes. 

10590. Yon have been a supporter of the 
Greville’s ? — Yes. 

10591. And you never were attacked before ? 
-No. 

10592. Wlio were the fellows that did it? — I 
cannot say. 

10593. Did you get up out of your bed? — 
Yes. 

10594. Did you look out of the xvindow ? — 
No 5 I saw them going back from the door. 

10595. And they broke every window and 
struck your door? — Yes; breaking it in all 



through; and I said, if they did come in, thene- 
wouldbc move noise. 

10596. Had you auy little weapon that you. 
could have done somotliing with ? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

10597. They never said a word? — No. 

10598. Wiisthe dog dead tlie ne.xt moruinf'?— 
No- ° 

10599. What Imd you inside to take care of 
yourself with ?— I wsis sorry that I had not what 
I wished, because if I had I would surely have 
taken some of them. 

10600. You went in and nulled ? — Yes. 

10601. Did you go in and vote upon your own. 
car?— No. 

10602. You went in with some neighboiu-s? — ■ 
Yes ; 1 went in with some car in the neighbour- 
hood, 

10603. You came in early in the moi-niug and 
voted, and went home (iuietly ? — Yes. 

10604, And got lioinc to your dinner in the 
afternoon? — I had to take the dinner out myself. 

10605. Nobody gave you a dinner? — No. 

10606. Mr. Justice Fitzgcrold.'] When was 
this attaclc upon your house ? — The night of the 
1st of February. 



Re-examined by Mr. Serjeant Annstrong. 
10607. Was it after the election, or before if 
— Before it. 

10608. It wjis New Ycar’.s night?— Yes. 
10609. The 1st of January ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 



Constable Gnutt, re-called; Examined by Mr. Seijeant 



Constable 

Onott. 



10610. Do you know that the “Irishman” 
was sold publicly in this town In December lust? 
— I cannot say tliat it was in December. 

10611. When ? — Generally for the last twelve 
mouths. 

10612. And the “Weekly News,” Mr. Sulli- 
van’s paper? — Yes. 

10613. Was Nanny Burn tlie express agent of 
the paper, and was it in her house that it was 
sold ? — Y es. 

10614. Was it there that the Martinites had a 
committee room ? — Yes. 



10615. Is Nanny Burn the agent of both 
papers? — Yes; and in her house the committee 
sat. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstronq put in Fatlier 
M'Gaver’s letter of general invitation to the 
county meeting, and the “ Irishman ” news- 
jiaper of the 18th of December 1869, con- 
taining a ballad, a portion of which was read 
in evidence ; also tlie “ Weekly News,” con- 
taining Martin’s address. 



The Honourable Reginald Greville-Nugent, m.p., sworn; Examined by Mr. Seijcant - 
Armstronq. 



Hon. 10616. You are chai-ged in this Petition ivith 
Greville- personal bribery and corruption in connection 
Ai^ent, K.p, with the last election, also with bribery through. 

your agent and by your authority ; were you 
guilty of aajf pei-sonal bribery or corruption at 
the last election ? — None at all. 

10617. Did you authoiuse, or are you aware of 
it, or did you believe that it happened through 
your agents ?— No, I am not. 

10618. It was stated here that you were 
rather the agent of Father Reynolds than Father 
Reynolds your agent ; our learned ftiends have 
said so ? — No, I think not ; after I saw fiat pub- 



lic opinion was in my favour, I think I was the 
principal. 

10619. Did you ascertain whetlier it was m 
your favom- ? — Yes. 

10620. A sound public liberal opinion ? — Yes. 

10621. And in tiiat character you came for- 
ward to represent the county ? — Yes. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

10622. When did you come here first; at the 
end of November or the beginning of December ? 
— I think I came the first time a week before the 
meetings you have heard of in the coUege. 

10623. Your 
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10623. Your father. Lord Greville, was here 
at the time ? — No ; I came to Longford before he 
did. 

10624. Was it here that you wrote your 
address ? — It was not. 

10625. Where else?— In ‘Westme.'ith. 

10626. Did you take your address written to 
the college the day the meeting was there? — I 
did not ; when I went to the college, I had no 
address. 

10626*. I thought I heard you had ? — 

Mr. Seijeant Armstrong.'] No, no such 
thing. 

10627. Mr. Exham.] How soon after that was 
your address prepared?— I think a week or a 
fortnight after the meeting^ in the college. 

10628. Who prepared it? — My father and I 
did. 

10629. We have heard of the money tliat was 
spent by your father 5 putting that money out of 
the case, is there any other money that you know 
of, or heard of, from any other source, for the 
purposes of this election ?— Certainly not. 

10630. Except what was sent by your father ? 
—No. 

10631. Do you know whether any of your 
father’s agents advanced any money?— I believe 
latterly, during the petition, my father’s agent 

10632. I mean during the election? — No, I 
believe not. 

10633. Did you know Mr. Kelly from Dublin, 
who was down here ? — Yes. 

10634. Do you know whether he was paid for 
coming down £ere ? — Yes. 

10635. Who paid him?— I think my father. 

10636. Do you know what sum he vvas paid ? 
—No, I never heard ; I think my father paid 

10637. He was down here on your hehalf?- 



He was. , 

10638. Do you recollect your father was here 
from the 4th of December to the 11th of De- 
cember ?— No ; he was only down here for the 
tenant meeting on two nights, but I am not quite 
sure about it , i i. 1 

10639. Who gave the dinner m the hotel 
charged to your father ?--He gave tlie dinner 

after” the tenant-right meeting. 

10640. Wlio gave the other dinners? — ihere 
were two dinners given by me at different times. 

10641. Did you remain here during the entii'e 
of the month preceding the contest? — I was here 
five or six weeks. 

10642. Did you go out over the county a gooil 
deal ? Not very much ; I did a little. 



10643. You knew yon had very active agents? Flon. 

— I did not know it at all. S. Grevtlle- 

10644. You knew tliat the Homan Catholic 2^iigenl,'ii.v. 
clergy were at your side ? — Yes. _ , TuTs-o 

10645. And you knew that they were taking ? ' ' 

a very active part?— Of course I did. 

10646. Auu you did not object to have such 
agents? — Certainly not. 

10647. In point of fact, am I not correct in 
saying that you left the management of tlie elec- 
tion in their iiands ? — To a, certmu extent they 
had the mani^ement of it, but tliey were not, as 
you would so call it, my agents. 

10648. But they got the money ? — Everything 
that was spent was through Father Reynolds ; 
there is the very book. 

10649. Did you ever nominate any expense 
agent? — I am not sure. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.] I suppose the ex- 
pense agent is appointed by the agent. 

10650. Mr. Exham.] You never published any 
committee ? — No. 

10651. Did you often see Father Reynolds 
during the contest ? — Yes. 

10652. You heard from him what was going 
on in the different parts of the county ? — Yes. 

10653, You heai-d the arrangement made that 
money was being sent to the different Roman 
Catholic clergy ?— I did not liear anything of it. 

10654. You were not told about tlie money ?— 

No. 

10655. Were you aware of tlie fact of your 
father sending the money to the Rev. Mi-. Rey- 
nolds? — No; I knew that he sent some money 
before I came down: 500 and when I came 
back again all the money had been settled. 

10656. Before you came at all he sent down 
5004? — No; I came down for a week or 10 
days, and then went hack, and came again in four 
or five weeks. 

Re-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

10657. There is your own signature to the 
nomination of Mr. Maxwell ; is that so ? — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Seijeant Armstro7ig stated that he 
had now closed his case, subject to the further 
examination of Mr. Murtagh. 

air. McLaughlan was heard to sum up 
the case on behalf tlie sitting M ember. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at half-p-ost 
Ten o’clock. 
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.niNUTK.S or li:VJI)ENOE TAKEK AT 'i'lIK 



Tuesday, bth April 18/0. 



sApriha/o. STr. Serjeant Armstrong aslced permission to have the telegrams produceil from Mr. Murtao-h to 
Mr. D. B. SuUivan. “ 

Mr. J ustice Fitzgerald granted the application. 



Mi‘. James B. Muktagii, re-called; Examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 



Mr. T. B. 10658. I HOLD in my hand a telegram from 
M tirtag h. yourself; I dare say you recognise it from “ J. 

B. Murtagh to D. B. Sullivan. Nation Office, 
Abbey-street, Dublin. Come on to-mon'ow 
evening ; bi-ing all placards, &c. you can ; make 
Tim write the ballads.” The date of the second 
is December 1869, the 7th of December 1869; 
it is written on a memorandum issued from your 
own house, I apprehend? — It, is. 

10659. Whose handwiting is the body of tliat 
in ? — It is in my own handwriting. I had not a 
telegraph form at my hand. 

10660. " Memoi’audnm, 7th December 1869; 
from J. B. Murtagh,” you erased Murtagh 
Brothers & Co., Longford Mills, Longfoixl, and 
you put in “ J. B. Murtagh” in your own 
writing ? — Yes, to show thatit was not a telegram 
from the firm. 

10661. “To Pat Egan”; who is he? — He is 
our head bookkeeper in. Dublin, and a partner in 
an extensive bakery establislunent on hia own 
account. 

10662. You wrote, first : “Morrow Secretary, 
myself Treasurer, accepted,” that is, you respect- 
fully accepted this appointment? — Yes. 

10663. You erased tlie word “Secretary” 
after “ Morrow,” and you erased “ Treasurer,” 
and the word “ accepted,” and it runs thus now, 

M ovrow and myself' accepted ” ; it was to brin<» 
it within the 20 words, “ 1 will be but too liaj)py 
to entertain the patriotic priest of party ”; tlrnt is 
Fatlicr Lavelie ? — Yes. 

10664. “ Representative of venerated Arch- 
bishop of Tuam will meet him at trmn in person. 
J. B. Murtagh”? — Yes. 

10665. Now, on the same day, the 7th of 
December, there is a telegram from Ballymahon. 
“Prom J. B. Murtagh to P. Egan ‘to the 
rescue’ ” it originally sto«l ; now I find the word 
“ front ?”— Yes. 

10666. “John Martin’s committee purpose 
meeting the patriotic meu of Ballymahon, and the 
surrounding country at Ballymahon on next 
Thuroday, D.V. ; Father Lavelie, the respected 
P.P. of the party will speak on the occasion. 
‘ God save Irdan( I’” ?— 

10667. That is your sentiment? — Yes. 

10668. Do you call that a Fenian motto? — 
No. 

10669. Now, on the same clay there is another 
from Sullivan, Dublin, to J. B. Murtagh, Long- 
ford: “Father Lavelie goes to Longford on 
Wednesday for Ballymahon meeting.” Now, is 
it a matter of fact that the Ballymahon meeting 
was the meeting yon spoke of in your evidence as 
that which you afterwards attended ? — Yes. 

10670. That was the day before you withdrew 
Martin here? — Yes. 



10671. The 7th of December ? — It was ou the 
Thursday, and I withdrew Mr. Martin here on 
the Friday. 

10C72. “ Father Lavelie, the respected P.P. of 
the party will spealc on the occasion he did not 
come ? — No. 

10673. How much money was collected alto- 
getlier ? — 1 do not know. 

10674. Where ai*e your accounts; you have, 
been served with a notice to produce tlieiu? — I 
received no money, and kept no accounts. 

10675. What amounts did you receive? — I 
kept no accounts. 

10676. You know that you were asked that 
question in your evidence when you were ex- 
amined before?— I do. 

10677. You were asked something in reference 
to it? — Yes. 

10678. “ Did not you subscribe yourself 
largely?— (A.) I never paid Mr. Meauey any- 
thing ; I never gave to any person to give to 
him. (Q.) Is it not part of die expenditure 
that Mr. Meaney shall be paid ? — (A.) There is 
no consideration for Mr, Meaney in our accounts.” 
Where are your accounts? — 1 thiuk you will 
find also tliat I told you tliat I received no 
moneys, and kept no account. 

10679. Your answer is, “ There is no con- 
sideration for Mr. Meaney in our accounts ” ? — I 
speak generally. I believe there are accounts, 
but they are not kept by me. 

10680. By whom are tliey kept? — I cannot 
say. 

10681. Will you swear that there ever was 
50 1. in hard cash contributed for this? — You will 
allow me to explain. Mr. Ilagau, our general 
keeper of funds in Dublin, wrote to me, say- 
ing that they were issuing circulars in the city 
of Dublin, and he asked. Had I any objection to 
have my name appended to those circulars as 
local ti'eaaurer? xou liave a telegi'am from me 
saying that I had no objection. In answer to 
those circulars I received exactly nothing. I 
should tell you, and I have no hesitation in doing 
it, I got 6 1. in this town from four gentlemeu in 
the town ; one gave 2 and the others gave 1 h 
each, or something of tie kind, and I need not 
tell you it went out v/ith one baud when it came 
in with the other. 

10682. Nobody supposes that you made any- 
thing of it ; you accounted to those to whom yiui 
were bound to account, you being treasurer ? — I 
have been only treasurer in this sense ; I tell 
you that I accepted the post ; it was a sinecure. 

10683. You got 6 1. altogether; you said you 
subscribed 10 guineas; you were treasurer; did 
you open an account in jour books to the credit 
of the Martin firm ? — No. 

10684. Did 
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10684. Did you take out 10 from your 
pocket ? — I spent 10 gutueas of my own money, 
which I announced as my own subscription. 

10685. In what way did you spend it? — I 
paid O’Reilly, the bill-sticker, 4 /. or 5 2 s. 6c?. 

a-day, and small other items. 

10686. Of bill-stickers ? — Yes. 

10687. Ten guineas you paid for placards, and 
six guineas you distributed in drink ? — I did not 
say that I did do so. 

10688. The other day you said that you di- 
rected drink to the amount of 3 1. to be given on 
one occasion ? — I told a local gentleman in Bally- 
mabon that he was on my account to give 3 1. 
worth of drink to parties. _ 

10689. Did you pay liiin again? — I do not 
know. 

10690. Did you think there was anything cor- 
rupt in it ? — On the country, I tlioug£t it a most 
wholesome provision for the thrifty hungry fel- 
lows, I had seen at the meeting. 

10691 . You did not see anything corrupt in it? 
— No, still I am not up in those matters. 

10692. The 10 guineas you spent in bill- 
sticking and miscellaneous expenses, and 6 1. is 
all the money you have ever got ? — It is not quite 
all, but there is one item more which is very 
easily explained. Mr. A. M. Sullivan was down 
here the day of the nomination, and Mr. A. M. 
Sullivan on going|away that evening, or two o’clock 
in the day by the first train, handed me a sum of 
20/., which sum of 20 I, I trausferred to his bro- 
ther, Mr, D. B. Sullivan, five minutes afterwards. 
It was 20/., I understood he had received from 
the " Nation ” office for the Martin committee 
funds. 

10693. And you do not know what became of 
it ? — I no not, properly speaking, but I can fancy. 
I believe it was given away in necessary ex- 
penses during that day and afterwards. Mr. 
Sullivan is here, and he can speak for himself. 

10694. That is 36 1 . ; is there any more ? — 
No. 

10695. Did that represent the entire assets of 
the whole concern ? — Of iny treasurership. 

10696. Here is another telegram of the 28th 
December 1869 : “ Longford ; from Stephen J. 
Meaney, Longford, to Alexander M. Suhivan, 
‘ Nation ’ office, Dublin," 

Mr. Exham.'] I object to that telegram 
being read. 

10697. Mr. Sejeant ArmstrQng.~\ Stephen 
Mean^ was on the committee? — No, he was 
not, I have sworn that before, and I will swear 
it again ; neither him, Captain Stanley, or any 
of them. 

10698. Here is another telegram, “30th Decem- 
ber 1869. J. B. Murtash to P. Egan, 138, 
Great Britain-street, Dublin. Don’t send the 
riaga or band, they are illegal on nomination day. 
Meaney waits to see Nolan”? — Yes. 

10699. ^Yere not you in direct communication 
with Meaney ? — Never. 

10700. Did you never speak to him? — I did. 

10701. Did not you frequently meet him in 
the committee-room ? — No, certainly not. 

10702. You did not on a former day give the 
number of the committee ? — No, I only stated 
that there were 12. 

10703. And you stated four names, Broderick, 
Doggan, Quinn, Morrow, Carter, Pat Nolan, 
anefsome others?-— 

178. 



10704. Was not Meaney repeatedly in die 
committee-room ? — No lie was nut, 

10705. Did you ever see him there at all ? — 
I will teU you in a moment; our committee- 
room was next to my house in Water-street 
It was a parlour that was had from two maiden 
ladies of the name of Farrell, and that was our 
committee-room. We had taken Burn’s house, 
or there was some agreement of the kind to enable 
some of the Dublin gentlemen who came down 
there to sleep there,- and eat and drink there, 
as the hotel was occupied by Mr. Greville-Nu- 
gent. We had also Mr. Ivelly’s room, the room 
over Mr. Kelly’s shop, and there was only one 
veritable committee-room, that was the room 
next to my house ; and Mr. JL-aney to the best 
of my belief only, came to those rooms on one 
occasion. Then there is some confusion in 
speaking of the coimnittee-rooms, in sj)calcing 
of his constant attendance there, by making it 
appear that because he was in Burn’s, where 
he slept and ate, that he was in our committee- 
room. 

10706. You were here on the nomination day? 
—Yes. 

10707. You were present in this court? — Yes. 

10708. Was not Meaney acting for the Mar- 
tiuites here ? — I know he was here, and I saw 
liim here ; and if he was acting, he had no orders 
from me whatever. 

10709. Were not you rgientcdly talking to 
him daring the election ? — I did not repeatedly 
talk to him during the election ; I believe I spoke 
to him on two or tl\ree occasions. 

10710. You shook hands with him in the open 
street ? — No. 

10711. Will yon swear you did not ? — I think 
I can swear. 

10712. Did you dine with him? — No; he 
never was in my house. 

10713. Where was the committee-room? — In 
Miss Farrell’s. 

10714. Was not he often in that house with 
you? — No. 

10715. Was ho ever in Kelly’s with you? — I 
do not believe he was ; I never saw him in 
Kelly’s; I have seen him in Burn’s, because he 
slept and stopped there. 

10716. Did you know O’Donovon? — I knew 
him here. 

10717. Did you know him in Dublin? — No. 

10718. Did you associate with him in Dublin? 
—No. 

10719. You saw him here very active? — Yes. 

10720. Who pidd for the placards you posted, 
designating the mergy as a money-hunting clique, 
who sold their coimtry? — I must see the placaixi 
before I con answer. 

Mr. Exham.] There is no evidence of 
such a placard. 

Mr, Justice Fitzgerald.] Wliose evidence 
does it apply to ? 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong.] Father Rey- 
nolds’s. 

Mr. Justice FttrgeraZd.] You are right; 
he said “ At that meeting, a placard most 
offensive was put into my hands, in which 
the priests were designated as a corrupt 
clique, who had sold the countiy. Lord 
Grevffie was referred to in vei^' insulting 
lano'uat'e, and his son called an idiot. ’ 

He K'72]. Mr. 



Mr. J. B. 
Murtagh. 

5 Aprili 870 . 
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Mr. J.B. 10?21. Mr. Serjeant ^ms^rong.] You paid for 
Murta'jh. ^}|g posting of that placard j who prepared that 
. placard? — I cannot answer that question, and I 

5Aprilia7o, tell why; there were a number of placards, 
and the great bulk of them were prepared in 
Dublin, W I do not know whom, by what we 
call our Dublin committee, and they were sent 
down here in very large bundles indeed, and the 
n limber that were prepared here were very small 
ones. 

10722. Have you any of the placards that Tim 
•wrote ? — They all appeared m the " Nation.” 

10723. It was a very terrific placard to dis- 
seminate in this country ; -who, on your oath, 
prepared that placard, speaking of the priests as 
a conmpt clique who sold their country, and 
spoke in disgi'aceful teims of Lord Greville, and 
called his son an idiot? — I do not now know. 

10724. Did you see it before it was published ? 
— I did not. 

10725. Did not you sec it on the wall itself? 
— I cannot say that I have seen any such, pla- 
card, because it is described in a very indefinite 
way; if the placard is shown to me, I will be 
able to say, without any hesitation ; I have no 
doubt there was a placard, speaking in strong 
terms, and strong terms are always used at elec- 
tion time. 

10726. That the priests were a corrupt clique, 
who sold their countiy ? — I do not believe there 
was any such expression. 

10727. Father Heynolds swore it ; andvoudo 
not believe it ; is that your evidence ? — Yes ; I 
believe it is quite possible he may have made a 
mistake. 

10728. Do you think he has stated falsely that 
the candidate was designated as an idiot ?-~I am 
nota-ware that he was spoken of as au idiot. 

10729. Did you ever see one of those placards ? 
— I have no doubt I have seen all the placai-ds 
that came down. 

10730. On your oath, who do you believe 
wrote it ? — I do not know. 

10731. Did you write it ?— No. 

10732. Did any one in Longford write it? — 
No ; I must protest agaiugst being examined on 
an indefinite placard. 

10733. It is sufficiently definite ; you did not 
write it?-- -No. 

10734. Did Sullivan write it? — I do not 
know. 

10735. Did Tim write it? — I do not know; 
he is abrother to Mr. D. B. Sullivan ; I believe he 
is the editor of the ” Nation.” 

10736. "Make Tim write the ballads?” — Yes. 

10737. They had them sent about? — Yes. 

10738. Did you send some of them yourself? 
— No. 

10739, Did you send none of them yourself? 

10740. And you had none of them ? — No. 

10741. Did Mr. Hanley write that placard? 
— I do not know. 

10742. Now your eye begins to quiver a hit; 
ivhen did Mr. Hanley write that placard ? — I do 
not know. 

10743. Did not Meany write it? — I do not 
know. 

10744. Do not you believe that Stephen 
Joseph Meany, the illusti-ious stranger, 'wrote it? 
— On the contrary, I believe he never wrote any- 
thing of the kind, 

10745. Who do you believe wrote it? — I do 
not know. 



10746. Who was your chief penman, and 
brain-pan ? — I could not tell ; tliey are so nu- 
merous. 

10747. Who had the umlmded honour of 
writing the placard ? — I do not know. 

10748. Where were they printed? — The 
great majority in Dublin. 

10749. Were not some printed here ?— Yes. 

10750. At the “Longford Journal,” Office ? 
— Yes. 

10751. And you paid for the printing ? —No ; 
we have not paid yet. 

10752. But there is a bill against you ? — Yes. 

10753. Was not the bill furnislied to yourself? 
— I do not know that the bill has been furnished. 

10754. Did you ever see it? — No. 

10755. How much is it? — I do not know; I 
hope it will be small. 

10756. You will have to pay it? — The com- 
mittee will pay it. 

10757. You have lost enough by it, and you 
would like to get out of it as cheap as possible ? 
— Yes. 

10758. And you have not contributed to the 
expenses of the Petition ? — No. 

10759. And no one else has, that you know 
of?— No. 

10760. You were here on the nomination 
day? — Yes. 

10761. Were you at your stores on the nomi- 
nation ? — I was. 

10762. Were there any of your men employed 
in pelting atones at the Grevilleite men, congre- 
gated in your stores that day ? — I do not under- 
stand your question. 

10763. Have you a store ? — A very extensive 
store. 

10764. And a yard ?— A very extensive yard, 

10765. Is there a gateway opening ou the 
street ? — Yes. 

10766. Had you a number of men in your 
employment ?. — ^Yes, 

10767. Were there stones in the yard? — Yes. 

10768. And they were plentiful that day ? — 
I do not know that. 

10769. Did any of your men pelt stones at 
tlie Grevilleites /rom the gateway ? — No ; I be- 
lieve when Father Felix Duffy brought the mob 
down that sh-eet they broke the windows of my 
house. There was nobody in the house except 
my store-man, and he fled into the houses. 

10770. Did you see blood upon the stones close 
to your own yard that day ? — Most certainly not. 

10771. In the Church-street entrance? — I was 
not in Church-street at all. You are under some 
mistake entirely ; the Church-street premises are 
entirely locked and closed up, nor do I believe 
they were open on that occasion whatever. 

10772. Will you swear they were not opened 
upon that occasion ? — I will not swear, but my 
man, no doubt, can swear it. 

I0773. You do not know ; we say tliey were 
mien, and specially opened; did you hear Father 
Felix Du^’s examination? — No. 

10774. Did you hear him state that he saw 
blood upon the stones close to your place?— I 
did not. 

10775. And that your men, in a large body, 
were pelting stones out of your yard ? — I did not 
hear it. 

10776. Then if he swore it, it is not true ? 
No. 

10777. You would disbelieve him? — No. 

10778. You are no priest himter?— No. 

10779. But 
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10779. But you authorised and published the 
placard designating them as a corrupt clique, who 
sold the country ?— I do not belicTe that I did. 

10780. Assuming you did, would you have 
considered yourself a pi-ieat hunter ? — No. 

10781. If you were a party to thfe publication 
of the placard denouncing them as a corrupt 
clique, who sold the country, would you consider 
yourself a priest hunter ? — I would not. 

ill*. Exham objected to the course of ex- 
amination. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald.'] This has been 
caiTied far enough. 



Cross-examined by Mr. Exham. 

10782. You see the telegr.i,m there, " Meanfiy 
waits for Nolan ” ?— Yea. 

10783. What does that allude to? — I told you, 
on a previous day, that there was very great dis- 
satisfaction at Mr. Meany’s presence here; it 
was not well known from whence he came, or 
what hU business was ; and he brought the whole 
thing into bad odour. I was told he did in 
various quarters. I was up spending Christmas 
in Dublin, and on my way home I had a conver- 
sation with Mr. A. M. Sullivan about the elec- 
tion. I remarked that Mr. Stephen Joseph 
Mcany was in Longford a week or 10 days, and 
did not show us any sign of moidng off, and we 
did not know what he was doing, but he was 
bringing the whole cause into had repute. He 
advifed me to ask some one to offer him his fai-e 
home, and I asked Mr. Ilngau, who was in Dub- 
lin on the Sunday, going home on the Monday 
morning, if he would introduce the mattei-, as 
quietly as he could, to Mr. Meany, saying that 
he was in general disfavour here, and that people 
did not like to be rubbing skirts with him, and 
he would pay his fare home. He did so ; and 
Mr. Meany’s ans^v'er to Mr. Hagan was, that he 
had come down here with the approbation of Mr. 
Nolan, who is secretary to the Amnesty Asso- 
dation, or something of the kind, in Dublin, and 
that, as he considered himself boimd to Mr. 
Nolan, he did not like to go away without hearing 
from Mr. Nolan. There was telegraphing to Mr. 
Sullivan about other things, and I telegraphed 
“ Meany waits for Nolan ” ; that is, he would wait 
for a communication from him. 

10784. In consequence of a statement made by 
the other side, I should like to ask you what is 
your fatlier’s name ? —Michael Murtagh. 

10785. Did he vote at the election ? — Yes. 

10786. For whom? — John Martin. 

10787. What is your uncle’s name? — lie is 
since dead. 

10788. Did he vote for Mr. Martin? — ^Yes. 

10789. Also at the election? — Yes; _and_ I 
also state that my cousin James, in Dublin, sig- 
nified his intention of coming down to do so. 

10790. I believe you have another uncle, who 
voted for Mr. Greville?— ;Yes. 

10791. Were your windows broken on the 
morning of the nomination ? — They were, upon 
the previous day, absolutely wrecked. 



Re-examined by Mr. Serjeant Armstrong. 

10792. Has your brother James, a vote? — I 
have no brother James. 

10793. Have you a cousin James ? — Yes. 

10794. Has he a vote? — I do not know ; but 
he seemed, when he sent this telegram, to be 
under the impression that he had a vote, either 
on the old or the new register. 

10795. You do not know whether he had or 
not? — I voted on tlie new register. 

10796. Have you attended a meeting in Dublin 
since you left here? — I have not attended a meet- 
ing in Dublin in my life. 

10797. Did not Mr. Ryan take the trouble of 
discussing the conduct of every person here ? — 
No. 

10798. Did you read that poem in the “ Irish- 
man” newspaper of the 18th of December? — 
No. 

10799. Did not you read it at the time ? — No. 

10800. You did not see it in the paper? — 
No. 

10801. Mr. A*x7iam.] Were you really coming 
by the half-past eight train, yesterday morning, 
and missed it ? — I was. 

[The witness withdrew. 

Mr. Exham asked leave to put in two 
teleorams, one from Mr. Christopher Rey- 
nolds to tlio Earl of Groville, and the other 
from Christopher Reynolds to Brown and 
Nolan, printers. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald stated that Brown 
and Nolan’s telegram was to he put in. 

Mr. Exham read the telegram as follows : 
“ 9th December 1869, C. Reynold’s, Long- 
ford, to Browm and Nolan, Mason-street, 
Dublin. In the placard commencing ‘ Honest 
Tim and patiotic,’ strike out the word ‘ Fe- 
nian,’ and put in the word ‘ Garibaldi ’ all 
through it. C. Reynolds.” 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong asked for leave 
to allow the officer to produce the telegram 
of the bishop, who was at Rome. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald granted the appli- 
cation. 

Mr. Serjeant Armstrong read the telegram 
as follows: ‘'18th December 1869, Mon- 
signor McCabe, Rome, to Rev. J. Reynolds, 
Longford, Ireland. Your letter received 5 
let all unite and prepare for contest ; let no 
one be deceived or intimidated ; I am more 
convunced than ever of the necessity of op- 
jioiiag Fenian candidates, and ensurmg 
triumphal return of Greville. No priests to 
sign the new Amnesty Petition.” 

Mr. McLaughlan was further heard to 
sum up the case on behalf of the sitting 
Member. 

Mr. Exham was heard in reply on belmlf 
of the Petitioners. 

[Adjoui’ned to Thursday next, 
at 10 o’clock. 



Mr. J. B. 

Murtagh. 

5 April >870. 
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